2106.01058v1 [math.DS] 2 Jun 2021

arxXiv

DECOMPOSITION OF MULTICORRELATION SEQUENCES AND JOINT

CONTENTS
1 Introduction . . . . . . . . . ...
1.1 Decomposition of multicorrelation sequences . . . . ... ... .. ... ..
1.2 The joint ergodicity phenomenon . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
2 Mainresults . . . . . .
2.1 Splitting results. . . . . . .. L
2.2 Convergence to the expected limit. . . . . . . .. ... ... ... ... ...
2.3 Strategy of the paper . . . . . . . ...
2.4 Notation . . . . . . . . . e
3 Background Material . . . . . ... . L
3.1 Host-Kra Seminorms and factors . . . . . . . ... .. ... ... ... ...
3.2 Nilsystems, nilsequences and Structure Theorem . . . . . . .. ... .. ..
3.3 Bessel’'sinequality . . . . . . . .. o
3.4 General properties of subgroups of Z? and properties of polynomials . . . .
4 PET induction . . . . ... ... .. ...
4.1 The van der Corput lemma . . . . . . . . .. ... ... ...
4.2 The van der Corput operation . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... .......
5 Finding a characteristic factor . . . . .. .. ... .. ... ... ...
6 Proof of Main results . . . . . . . .. ... .0 o
7 Potential future directions . . . . . . ... oL
7.1 The two-term case with no ergodicity assumptions . . . . . . .. .. .. ..
7.2 Integer part polynomial iterates . . . . . . . .. ... ...
References . . . . . . . .

ERGODICITY

SEBASTIAN DONOSO, ANDREU FERRE MORAGUES, ANDREAS KOUTSOGIANNIS AND

WENBO SUN

ABsTRACT. We show that, under finitely many ergodicity assumptions, any multicorrela-
tion sequence defined by invertible measure preserving Z%-actions with multivariable integer
polynomial iterates is the sum of a nilsequence and a null sequence, extending a recent result
of the second author. To this end, we develop a new seminorm bound estimate for multiple
averages by improving the results in a previous work of the first, third and fourth authors.
We also use this approach to obtain new criteria for joint ergodicity of multiple averages with
multivariable polynomial iterates on Z%-systems.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Decomposition of multicorrelation sequences. The structure and limiting behaviour
of (averages of ) multicorrelation sequences, i.e., sequences of the form

(nlaank)'_)/fOT{llflT]?kfkd/jﬁ
X

where k € N, T1,...,T: X — X are invertible and commuting (i.e., T;7; = T;T; for all 4, j)
measure preserving transformations on a probability space (X, B, ,u)El fos-ooy fr € L®(p) and
ni,...,n, € 7, is a central topic in ergodic theory. For k = 1, Herglotz-Bochner’s theorem
implies that the sequence [  Jo - T{"f1 du is given by the Fourier coefficients of some finite
complex measure o on T (see [20] and [21]). More specifically, decomposing o into the sum of
its atomic part, o,, and continuous part, o., we get

/X fo-T0'f1 du = /Te%mx do(z) = /Te%mxdaa(x) + / XM doo(z) = P(n) + v(n),

T

where (1(n)) is an almost periodic sequence] and (v(n)) is a nullsequence, i.e.,

1 N-1
. 2
(1) N N 21%4 )" = 0.

More generally, after Furstenberg’s celebrated ergodic theoretic proof of Szemerédi’s theorem
([14]), for a single transformation 7' and iterates of the form in, 1 < i < k, there has been a
particular interest in the study of the corresponding multicorrelation sequences

(2) a(n) = /X fo T fu- T fy dp.

For T ergodic (i.e., every T-invariant set in B has trivial measure in {0,1}), Bergelson, Host
and Kra ([3]) showed that the sequence (a(n)) in ([2)) admits a decomposition of the form
a(n) = ¢(n) + v(n), where (¢(n)) is a uniform limit of k-step nilsequences (see Section
for the definition) and (v(n)) satisfies (I)# Leibman, in [27] for ergodic systems and [28] for
general ones, extended the result of Bergelson-Host-Kra to polynomial iterates.

For d € N, we say that a tuple (X, B, i1, (Ty)peze) is a Z3-measure preserving system (or a
Z%-system) if (X, B, ju) is a probability space and T,,: X — X, n € Z%, are measure preserving
transformations on X such that T(g . o) = id and T5;, 0 T}, = Tppqp, for all myn € 748 1t is
natural to ask whether splitting results still hold for systems with commuting transformations:

Question 1.1 (Question 2, [25]). Let (X, B, t, (Tn)neza) be a Z4-system, k € N, py,...,pp: Z —
7% a family of polynomials, and fo, f1,. .., fr € L>(n). Under which conditions on the system

IWe say that T preserves p if p(T~*A) = pu(A) for all A € B. The tuple (X, B, 1, T1,...,T) is a (measure
preserving) system.

21.6., there exists a compact abelian group G, a continuous function ¢ : G — C, and a € G such that
Y(n) =¢(a™), n € N.

3Note that k is the number of linear iterates that appear in (2)).

4We use the notation T,,(n) to stress the fact that T is a Z%action. If T is generated by the Z-actions

Tl, . ,Td and pi = (pi’l, . ,pi,d), we have Tpi(n) = H?:l iji’j(n).
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can the multicorrelation sequence

3) [ o Ty i Ty il
be decomposed as the sum of a uniform limit of nilsequences and a nullsequence?

The extension of the aforementioned results from Z to Z%-actions is, to this day, a challenging
open problem. The main issue is that the proofs of the splitting theorems crucially depend on
the theory of characteristic factors via the structure theory developed by Host and Kra ([16]),
a tool that is unavailable in the more general Z%setting. As an aside, Frantzikinakis provided
a partial answer to Question [Tl (for d = 1) in [II] that avoided the use of characteristic
factors. The answer was partial in the sense that the nullsequence part was allowed to have
an (?(7Z) error term. A similar decomposition result for general d was proven by Host and
Frantzikinakis in [E From the point of view of applications, it is useful to have such splittin,
results for studying weighted averages, in particular for multiple commuting transformationsﬁ

It was demonstrated in [6] that under finitely many ergodicity assumptions, the character-
istic factors for the corresponding averages

N
1
) N Y Ty f1 e Ty il
n=1

as in the case of Z-actions, are rotations on nilmanifolds (a similar result was obtained in [1§]
under infinitely many ergodicity assumptions). So, it is reasonable to expect that Question [[1]
holds after postulating finitely many ergodicity assumptions (this is an open problem even in
the k = 2 case—see [12]).

A partial answer towards this direction was obtained in [8] by the second author. Namely,
[8, Theorem 1.5] shows that for any system (X, B, u,T1,..., T) with T; and Ti171 ergodic
(for all 4 and j # 7) and fo,..., fx € L*(u), the sequence

(5) /XfO'Tlnfl'---'Tl?fkd,U

can be decomposed as a sum of a uniform limit of k-step nilsequences plus a nullsequence.

For more general expressions (as in (3])), exploiting results from [1§], it is also shown in
[8] that, if we further assume ergodicity in all directions, i.e., Ty - ... Ty* is ergodic for all
(ai,...,aq) € Z9\{0}, then for any family of pairwise distinct polynomials py, ..., pp: Z — Z9,
the sequence

(6) /XfO'Tpl(n)fl o Ty fr dp

5The third author showed in [23] the analogue to this result for integer parts, or any combination of rounding
functions, of real polynomial iterates. For a refinement of this result, with the average of the error term taken
along primes, see [25].

61t is worth mentioning that the splitting of ([2]), where the average in the null term is taken along primes,
was used by Tao and Terdviinen to show the logarithmic Chowla conjecture for products of odd factors ([31]).

"Such multiple ergodic averages always have L*-limits as N — oo (|33]).
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can be decomposed as a sum of a uniform limit of D-step nilsequences plus a nullsequenceﬁ
The proof of this result makes essential use of a seminorm bound estimate obtained in [18],
where the (infinitely many) ergodicity assumptions are reflected (see [8, Theorem 1.6]).

In [6], the first, third and fourth authors improved the seminorm bound estimates of [I8] by
imposing only finitely many ergodic assumptions. Although the results in [6] are stronger than
those in [I8], one cannot apply them directly to [§] to improve the aforementioned results, due
to the incompatibility of the methods between [6] and [8] (see Subsection 23] for more details).

In this article, we extend results from [0] in order to obtain splitting theorems for multicor-
relation sequences involving multiparameter polynomials, postulating ergodicity assumptions
which are even weaker than those in [6] on the transformations that define the Z%-action in
(@); for example, we will see that the sequence [ fO-T{LQTQ" f1 -T§L2T4" fo dp admits the desired

splitting if we assume that 74,73, 1175 Lare ergodic.

1.2. The joint ergodicity phenomenon. In his ergodic theoretic proof of Szemerédi’s the-
orem, Furstenberg studied the averages of the multicorrelation sequence (2)). In particular, a
stepping stone in the proof is the special case when the transformation 7" is weakly mixing
(i.e., T'x T is ergodic for p x p), in which he showed that the averages

1Y .
(7) N1y TRy
anl ! e

converge in L?(p) to Hle Jx fi dp (which we will refer to as the “expected limit”) as N — oof]
It was Berend and Bergelson ([I]) who characterized when the average of the more general
expression ([l), i.e., for multiple commuting transformations, converges to the expected limit
(and this happens exactly when T} x --- x T} and TZ‘TJ»*1 for all i # j are ergodic).

Generalizing Furstenberg’s result, Bergelson showed (in [2]) that, for a weakly mixing trans-
formation 7" and essentially distinct polynomials pi,...,ps (i.e., p;,p; — pj are non-constant
for all 1 <i,j <k,i# j)

N k
tin - ST =TT [ fo dul
n=1 i=17X

N—oco N

One can think of this last result as a strong independence property of the sequences
(Tpi("))nez, 1 < ¢ < k in the weakly mixing case. It is reasonable to expect a characteri-
zation in the case of polynomial iterates, which naturally leads to a general notion of joint
ergodicity:

8Here D depends on k, d and the maximum degree of the p;’s. It also has a connection to the number of
van der Corput operations we have to run in the induction (see Remark [5.8] for details).

9Throughou‘c this paper, unless otherwise stated, all limits of measurable functions on a measure preserving
system are taken in LZ.

0o T totally ergodic (i.e., T™ is ergodic for all n € N) and p1, ..., pr “independent” integer polynomials,
it is proved in [I3] that we have the same conclusion. This fact remains true for an ergodic 7" and “strongly
independent” real-valued polynomials iterates, [p1(n)], ..., [px(n)] ([-] denotes the floor function), as well (see
[19]). These last two results also follow by a recent work of Frantzikinakis, [9], in which, for single T, we have a
plethora of joint ergodicity results for a number of classes of iterates (not just polynomial). Finally, for variable
real “good” polynomial iterates, one is referred to [24].
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, T

pi(n)>- Pk
for p if for every fq,..., fk € L*°(u) and every Fglner sequence (IN Nen of ZL. we have that

0 Jim uN\ > Tuof- Tobi= [ fdaeo [ fedn

When k =1, we also say that (Ty, (n))nezr is ergodic for p.

Definition 1.2. We say that the sequence of tuples (7, (n))nezL is jointly ergodic

The following conjecture was stated in [6]:

Conjecture 1.3 (Conjecture 1.5, [6]). Let d,k,L € N, py,...,pp: Z¥ — Z2 be polynomials
and (X, B u,( 9)gezd) be a Z%-system. Then the following are equivalent:
(C1) (T, s Toi(n) ezt s jointly ergodic for ju.
(C2) The followmg conditions are satisfied:
(@) (Tp,(n)—p (n))nezL is ergodic for p for all1 <1i,j <k, i+# j; and
(i) (Tpy(ny X -+ X Ty (n) Jnezr is ergodic for the product measure u®* on X*.

Answering a question of Bergelson, it was shown in [0, Theorem 1.4| that, for a polynomial
p: ZY — 7, the sequence (Tf(n), ..

- X Tk)p(n))nezL is ergodic for u®* and TZ-T].f1 is ergodic for p for all i # j. In this paper,
the strong decomposition results that we obtain allow us to deduce joint ergodicity results for
a larger family of polynomials (see Theorems 23] and [24]), thus addressing some additional
cases in the aforementioned conjecture.

.,T,f(n))neZL is jointly ergodic for pu if and only if ((77 x

2. MAIN RESULTS

In this section we state the main results of the paper, and provide a number of examples to
better illustrate them. We also comment on the approaches that we follow.

2.1. Splitting results. Our first main concern is to resolve the incompatibility between [6]
and [§], and improve the method in [6], in order to obtain an extension of the results in [§].

Before we state our first result, we need to introduce some notations:

For d,L € N, the polynomial ¢ = (q1,...,qq) : Z"* — Z% is non-constant if some ¢; is
non-constant.

The polynomials p1, ..., px: ZY — Z% are called essentially distinct if they are non-constant
and p; — p; is non-constant for all ¢ # j

For a subset A of Q¢, we denote G(A) := spang{a € A} NZ?. The following subgroups of

Z% play an important role in this paper:

Definition 2.1. Let p = (p1,...,pk),P1,--.,pp: Z¥ — Z% be a family of essentially distinct
polynomials with p;(n) =5, eNL b; yn? for some b; ,, € Q< with at most finitely many b; ,,,v €

NO nonzero[d For convenience, we artificially denote pg as the constant zero polynomial
and bo, = 0 for all v € Nf. For 0 < i,j < k, set d;; == deg(p; — p;) and G;;(p) =
G({biw — bjw: |v| = di;}), where, for v = (v1,...,v1) € Nk, we write |v| = vy + ... + v,

A sequence of finite subsets (In)nen of Z* with the property imy oo [In|™" - [(g + In)AIn| = 0 for all
g€ 7% is called a Folner sequence in YA

121 general, a polynomial q: Z* — Z% has rational coefficients (i.e., vectors with rational coordinates).

I3Here we denote n® = nyt...nyE forn= (n1,...,nr) € Z" and v = (v, ...,vr) € N§ ,where 0° := 1.
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Our main result provides an affirmative answer to Question [T under finitely many ergod-
icity assumptions on the groups G ;(p), which generalizes [8, Theorem 1.5|. We say that the
group G, j(p) is ergodic for pu if any function f € L?(u) that is T,-invariant for all a € G; ;(p)
is constant.

Theorem 2.2 (Decomposition theorem under finitely many ergodicity assumptions). For
d,k,K,L € N, let p = (p1,...,pr), where py,...,pp: Z¥ — Z% is a family of essentially
distinct polynomials of degree at most K, and let (X, B, i, (Tn)peza) be a Z-system. If G; j(p)
is ergodic for p for all0 < i,j < k,i # j, then, for all fo,..., fr € L>(u), the multicorrelation
sequence

a(n) = /Xfo-Tpl(n)fl oo Ty fr dp

can be decomposed as a sum of a uniform limit of D-step nilsequences and a nullsequence
where D € N s a constant depending only on d, k, K, L.

Note that Theorem goes beyond Question [[LT] as it deals with multi-variable polynomial
iterates (i.e., L > 1).

Example 1. It was proved in [8, Theorem 1.5] that for any probability space (X, B, u) and
commuting transformations 71, ..., T} acting on X, if T; and T,~Tj_1 ergodic (for all 7 and all
J # i respectively), then for all fo,..., fr € L*(u), the multicorrelation sequence

a(n) ::/XfO-T{‘fl-...-T,?fk du

can be decomposed as a sum of a uniform limit of k-step nilsequences plus a nullsequence.
Theorem implies a similar result [1

The following example shows that Theorem is stronger than [8 Theorem 1.6], which
deals with single variable essentially distinct polynomial iterates:

Example 2. Let (X, B, u,T1,...,Ts) be a system with commuting transformations 71, ..., T
and fo, f1,..., f4 € L°(n). Using [8, Theorem 1.6], we have that the multicorrelation sequence

(9) a(n) = / Jo - TPETPfL - TP T fo - T3 fo - T2 TP fu du
X

can be decomposed as the sum of a uniform limit of nilsequences and a nullsequence if 77" -
...+ T§0 is ergodic for all (ay,...,as) € Z°\{0}. In contrast, via Theorem 2.2} one can get the
same conclusion by only assuming that 17, 75T’ LTy, Ts, T4T571 are ergodic. (Indeed, denoting
Tay,.a) = Tyt - ... - Tg%, and e; the vector whose i-th entry is 1 and all other entries are
0, since p = ((n?,n,0,0,0,0), (n?,0,n,0,0,0),(0,0,0,73,0,0),(0,0,0,0,n3,n)), we have that
G1o(p) = G2o(p) = G(e1), G13(P) = G23(P) = G30(pP) = Gles), G1a(P) = G24(P) =
Gao(p) = Gles), Gi2(p) = Gle2 —e3), Gsu(p) = Glea —€5).)

14The precise definition of a D-step nilsequence will be given in the following section. Furthermore, we say
that a: Z* — C is a nullsequence if for any Fglner sequence (In) we have limy_ oo \I_jv\ > oneln la(n)|* = 0.

15While Theorem does not specify the step D of the nilsequence, a quick argument shows that in this
case one can indeed take D = k (see Remark [6]] for details).
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2.2. Convergence to the expected limit. In [0 Theorem 1.4], the first, third and fourth
authors proved the following case of Conjecture [L3} If T1,..., T} are commuting transforma-
tions acting on a probability space (X, B, ), then (Tf(n), . ,T,f(n))nezL is jointly ergodic for
w if and only if (T3 x --- x Tj,)P(™), 7z is ergodic for p®* and TZ-TI1 is ergodic for p for all
i # j. In this paper, we further extend this result:

Theorem 2.3. Let p = (pi(n)v,...,pe(n)vr), p1,.. . pp: Z8 — Z, vi,..., v € Z% be a
family of essentially distinct polynomials. Suppose that for all 1 < i,j < k, if deg(p;) =
deg(p;), then either v; and v; are linearly dependent over Z, or p;(n) and pj(n) are linearly
dependent over Z (i.e., there is a non-trivial linear combination of them over 7, which equals
to a constant). Let (X, B, p, (Ty)seza) be a Z%-system. Then the following are equivalent:
(C1) (T, (nyv, 2 1 <0 < k)pege is jointly ergodic for p
(C2°) The following conditions hold:
(1) (T, (nyvi—p; (n)v; Jnezr s ergodic for p for all 1 <'i,j < k,i # j with deg(p;) =
deg(p;);
(i1) (Tpymyor %+ X Ty (myv Jnezt is ergodic for p®.
Moreover, (C2’) is equivalent to
(C2) The following conditions hold:
(7) (Tpi(n)vi,pj(n)vj)neZL is ergodic for u for all 1 <i,j <k,i # j;
(@) (Tpy(nyor X+ X Ty (n)vg Jnezt 8 ergodic for k.

Note that the conditions in (C2) are consistent with those in Conjecture On the other
hand, the reason we provide an alternative set of equivalent conditions (C2’) is that these
conditions are easier to check in practise.

We now give some examples to illustrate Theorem The first one is for polynomials of
distinct degrees:

Example 3. Let (X,B,u,T1,...,T;) be a system. Using Theorem 2.3] we conclude that
(17, TQ"Q, . ,T,?k)nez is jointly ergodic if and only if (77" x - -+ x Tl?k)nez is ergodic for pu®k,
and all the T;’s are ergodic for p.

We remark that Example [Blcan also be proved by using arguments from [5]. We next present
two examples in which the polynomials can be taken to be not necessarily of different degrees,
and so, cannot be recovered by the methods of [5]:

Example 4. Let (X, B, u, Th1,T5,73,7y) be a system. Theorem 23 implies that (77", T3, §L2’
T4"2)nez is jointly ergodic if and only if (17" x 13" x T??Q % TZILQ)HEZ is ergodic for M®47 and both
TyTy ! and ((T3T471)"2)n€N are ergodic for p.

Example 5. Let (X, B, u, 71, T>,T3) be a system. Theorem 23limplies that (T1"4+"2, T12n4+3n’
T22"2+2"+1,T§’”2+3")nez is jointly ergodic if and only if (T1”4+”2 X T12”4+3" X T22”2+2"Jrl X
T§"2+3")nez is ergodic for u®*, and both sequences (Tf"4+"2_3")nez and ((T22T3_3)"2+")nez

are ergodic for p.

Another direction for the joint ergodicity problem is verifying whether (C1) implies (C2)
in Conjecture Namely, assuming that (7}, ) X -+ X T, (n))nezt is ergodic for u®* to
find a condition, say (P), of certain sequences of actions to be ergodic, under which, we
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have that (Tpl(n), . ,Tpk(n))nezL is jointly ergodic for pu. By combining existing results from
[16], 18] 26] (see also [6} Proposition 1.2]|), (P) can be taken to be: “Ty is ergodic for p for all
g € Z\{0}.” Denoting p;(n) = ZueNg,og\u\gK bi,n? for some b;, € Q% and K € Ny, this
result was extended in [6, Theorem 1.3], where the previous property is replaced by: “T} is
ergodic for p for all g that belongs to the finite set R,” where

R = U {biﬂ), bz‘ﬂ) - bjﬂ): 1 S 17] S k}\{O}
0<v|<K

In this paper, we replace the latter condition with an even weaker one:

Theorem 2.4. Letd,k,L € N, p = (p1,...,pr), P1s---,0k: Z* — Z% be a family of essentially
distinct polynomials and X = (X, B, p, (Ty)yeza) a Z%-system. Then (Tp s - - -5 Tpp(n))nezt
is jointly ergodic for u if both of the following conditions hold:

(i) Gij(p) is ergodic for p for all 0 <i,j < k,i # j;

(i1) (Tpyn) X =+ X Tpy(n)Jnezt is ergodic for p®F.

The last example for this section reflects the stronger nature of the previous theorem com-
pared to what was previously known.

Example 6. Let (X, B, u, 11,715,713, T4) be a system. Then, [6 Theorem 1.3| implies that
(TI"2 g,Tg‘QTf)neZ is jointly ergodic if ((T{‘QTQ") X (Tg‘QTf))nez is ergodic for u®2, and all
Tl,Tg,Tg,T4,T1T3_1,T2T4_1 are ergodic for u. Using Theorem 2.4 we conclude that (T{‘2T2”,
T:?Q T )nez is jointly ergodic if we instead only assume that ((T{‘Q T3) % (T?:12 T1))nez is ergodic
for p®2, and all Ty, T3, T1T3_1 are ergodic for p.

2.3. Strategy of the paper. The central ingredient in proving the main results of the paper
(Theorems 2.2 2.3 and 224)) is to find proper characteristic factors for the average (), i.e., sub-
o-algebras Dy, ..., Dy of B such that the average ([l remains invariant if we replace each f; by
its conditional expectation (see Section [3 for the definition) with respect to D;. An important
type of characteristic factor, called the Host-Kra characteristic factor, was invented in [16] to
study multiple averages for Z-systems (see Section Bl for the definition of these factors). This
concept was generalized to systems with commuting transformations in [I5] (see also [30]).
The main tool used in our results, special cases of which have been studied extensively in the

past (see for example [5l 13 [15] 16 [18]), is the following:

Theorem 2.5. Let d,k,K,L,s € N, p = (p1,...,pk), P1,---,Pk € Z* — Z¢ be a family of
essentially distinct polynomials of degrees at most K. There exists D € Ny depending only on
d,k,K,L,s such that for every Z9-system X = (X, B, i1, (Tn)pezd), every fi,..., fr € L%(u),
and every Folner sequence (In)nen of ZX, if f; is orthogonal to the Host-Kra characteristic

factor Z, ., , \\xD (X) for some 1 < i <k (i.e. the conditional expectation of f; under
{Gii(P)o<ic,ji

Z{Gi,j(p) XD (X) is 0), then we have that

0<j <k j#i

k
1
(10) ngnoom > I zwisi=o.

nely i=1

In particular, if for some 1 < i <k, G; ;(p) is ergodic for p for all0 < j < k,j # i and f; is
orthogonal to the Host-Kra characteristic factor Zgayxkp (X), then ([IQ) holds.
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It is worth noting that the factor Z. .\ xp (X) we obtain in Theorem is not
{Gi,i(p) 0<j<k,j#i

optimal, but it is good enough for our purposes.
A special case of Theorem was proved in [6] Theorem 5.1]. In particular, Theorem

generalizes [0, Theorem 5.1] in the following ways:

(I) The characteristic factor obtained in Theorem is of finite step, whereas the one in
[6, Theorem 5.1] is of infinite step.

(IT) The groups G} ;(p) involved in Theorem 5l are larger than those in [6] Theorem 5.1],
which makes the characteristic factors in Theorem smaller.

We remark that the aforementioned technical distinctions have significant influences in
the applications of Theorem First, the essential reason why one cannot directly use [6l
Theorem 5.1] to improve [8, Theorem 1.5] is that the method used in [8] requires a characteristic
factor of finite step. This problem is resolved by (I), enabling us to extend [8, Theorem 1.5
in this paper. Second, [6, Theorem 5.1] does not provide a strong enough characteristic factor
in certain circumstances. For example, in the case of Example B [5, Theorem 6.5] suggests
that the Host-Kra seminorms controlling (I0) depend only on the transformations 71, ..., Tk,
whereas the upper bound provided by [6, Theorem 5.1] depends not only on the transformations
Ti,..., T} but also on many compositions of them. With the help of (I) and (II), we are able
to obtain (and generalize) the aforementioned upper bound of [5, Theorem 6.5].

Roughly speaking, the achievement of (I) relies on a sophisticated development of a Bessel-
type inequality first obtained by Tao and Ziegler in [32], Proposition 3.6]. The most technical
part of this paper is the approach we use to get (II). In [6], a method was introduced to keep
track of the coefficients of the polynomials while running a variation of the PET induction.
However, the tracking provided there is not strong enough to imply Theorem 2.5l To overcome
this difficulty, we introduce more sophisticated machinery in order to have a better control of
the coefficients.

The paper is organized as follows: We provide some background material in Section Bl In
Section [ we present the variation of PET induction that we use. In Section Bl we address how
(I) and (II) above can be achieved with Propositions and 0.3} which improve Propositions
5.6 and 5.5 of [0] respectively. We conclude the section by proving Theorem This is
the bulk of the paper. In Section [6] we use Theorem to deduce Theorems 22 23] and
24 which are the main results of the paper. We conclude with some discussions on future
directions in Section [1

2.4. Notation. We denote with N, Ny, Z, Q, R and C the set of positive integers, non-negative
integers, integers, rational numbers, real numbers and complex numbers respectively. If X is
a set, and d € N, X% denotes the Cartesian product X x --- x X of d copies of X.

We will denote by e; the vector which has 1 as its ¢th coordinate and 0’s elsewhere. We
use in general lower-case letters to symbolize both numbers and vectors but bold letters to
symbolize vectors of vectors to highlight this exact fact. The only exception to this convention
is the vector O (i.e., the vector with coordinates only 0’s) which we always symbolize in bold.

Throughout this article, we use the following notation for averages: Let (a(n)),czr be a
sequence of complex numbers, or a sequence of measurable functions on a probability space
(X,B,pn). We let

Encaa(n) = ﬁ > neaal(n), where A is a finite subset of Z%;
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nEZLa(n) = HnN—)ooE €[-N, NN]La( )E
nEZLa(n) SUpP (In)nen th—)oo EnEIN ( )
Fglner seq.
nEZLa(n) = limy oo K, [_N,N]La(n) (provided that the limit exists); and

E,czra(n) = limy_,o Eycrya(n) (prov. the limit exists for all Folner seq. (IN)NEN)

We also consider iterated averages: Let (a(hi,...,hs))n,  n,eze be a multi-parameter se-
quence. We let

Ehl,...,hseZLa(hh . 7h5) = EhlEZI‘ . EhsezLa(hl, ey hS)

and adopt similar conventions for E;,  , c7r, Ehl heezt and EY heezL respectively.

hi,...

We end this section by recalling the notion of a system indexed by an abelian group (G, +).
We say that a tuple (X, B, u, (Ty)gec) is a G-measure preserving system (or a G-system) if
(X, B, ) is a probability space and Ty: X — X are measurable, measure preserving transfor-
mations on X such that T,, = id (eg is the identity element of G) and T}, o T}, = T, for
all g,h € G. A G-system will be called ergodic if for any A € B such that T;A = A for all
g € G, we have that p(A) € {0,1}. In this paper, we are mostly concerned about Z%-systems
and L?(p)-norm limits of (multiple) ergodic averages. For the corresponding norm, when it is
clear from the context, we will write ||-[|5 instead of ||-[,2(,,-

3. BACKGROUND MATERIAL

In this section we recall some background material and prove some intermediate results that
will be used later throughout the paper.

3.1. Host-Kra Seminorms and factors. Host-Kra seminorms and their associated factors
are arguably the main tools used to analyze the behaviour of multiple averages and correlation
sequences. In what follows we give general results about these seminorms and factors, following
the notation used in [6].

We first recall the notions of a factor and of the conditional expectation with respect to a
factor. We say that the Z-system (Y, D, v, (Sg)geza) is a factor of (X, B, i, (Ty) seza) if there
exists a measurable map 7: (X, B, u) — (Y, D,v) such that u(7~1(A4)) = v(A) for all A € D,
and moTy = Syom forall g € ze.

A factor (Y,D,v,(Sg)geza) of (X, B, u,(Ty),eza) can be identified with an invariant sub-
o-algebra B’ of B by setting B’ := 77 1(D). Given two o-algebras By and Bs, their joining
By V By is the o-algebra generated by By N Bs for all By € By and By € Bs, i.e., the smallest
o-algebra containing both B; and Bs.

Given a factor 7: (X, B, u) — (Y, D,v) and a function f € L?(u), the conditional expectation
of f with respect to'Y is the function g € L?(v), which we denote by E(f | ), with the property

/gowd,u:/fd,uforallAEW1(1)).
A A

16We use the symbol O to highlight the fact that the averages are taken along the boxes [N, N]¥.
171t is worth noticing that if the limit limy o0 Encrya(n) exists for all Folner sequences (in ZL)7 then this
limit does not depend on the chosen Fglner sequence.
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Let X = (X, B, u, (Ty) jeza) be a Z%-system and let B; be an invariant sub-o-algebra of B. The
relatively independent joining of X with itself with respect to B; is the measure preserving
system obtained by considering the product space with the relatively independent joining,
denoted by p xp, @, which is given by the formula:

/ f1® fad(p xp, p) = / E(f1|B1)E(f2|B1) dp,
XxX X

for all f1, fo € L>=(u).
For a G-system X = (X, B, i1, (Ty)geq), if H is a subgroup of G, we denote by Z(H)(X) the
set of A € B such that T;A = A for all g € H. When there is no confusion, we write Z(H).
For a Z®-system (X, B, 1, (Ty),ez4), define

By = 0 XT(Hy) B
and for £ > 1, let

//JHl,...,Hk = ,U'Hl,...,Hk,I XI(HIE:kfl]) ,Ule,...,Hk,17

where H ,Ekil] denotes the subgroup of (Zd)Qk_1 consisting of all the elements of the form
hy % -+ x hy, (2871 copies of hy) for some hy, € Hy. The characteristic factor Zg,  p,(X) is
defined to be the sub-o-algebra of B characterized by

. . k
B\ Zaty, (X)) = 0 it and only i€ 17, g, = [ @) €l duanm, =0
XI#]
ec{0,1}*

for all f € L®(u), where X = X X oo x X (2% copies of X), || = e + --- + € for
€= (e1,...,e) €{0,1}*, and C* 1 f = f, the complex conjugate of f, C*"f = f for all r € Z.
The quantity || f| #,,... z, denotes the Host-Kra seminorm of f with respect to the subgroups
Hy,...,Hy. Similar to the proof of [I5] Lemma 4| (or [I6] Lemma 4.3|), one can show that
Zm,.... H,(X) is well defined.

We summarize some basic properties of the Host-Kra seminorms and their associated factors.
Proposition 3.1 (Lemma 2.4, [6]). Let X = (X, B, u, (1) jeza) be aZ%system, Hy, ..., Hy, H'
be subgroups of Z¢ and f € L>(u).

(1) For every permutation o: {1,...,k} — {1,...,k}, we have that

Zmy,...m,(X) = ZHo(l),---,Ho(k)(X)’

hence the corresponding seminorm does not depend on the particular order taken for
the subgroups Hy, ..., H.

(i9) If Z(H;) =Z(H'), then Zp, ;.1 (X) = Zg,,.. H;y H Hjp,... H, (X))

(tit) For k > 2 we have that

k —nok—1
11, ..., = Bgermlf - Ty, .,y

while for k =1,
1£1%, = Egem, /X T Fdp
(iv) Let k > 2. If H' < Hj is of finite index, then

ZHI?"'ijv"'ka (X) = ZHI7~~~7Hj717H/7Hj+17---7Hk (X)
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(1{) If H' < Hy, then Zy, . m;,..1m,(X) € Zgy .1,y 1 Hy .l (XD
(vz) For k > 2, |||f|||H17---7Hk71 < |||f|||H17---7Hk—17Hk and thus

Zay, ot (X) € Zyy oy 1, (X,
(vii) For k> 1, if H},..., Hj, are subgroups of Z%, then
Ziy,iy X)V Zpy g (X) € Zyy o mym, (X
As an immediate corollary of Proposition Bl (iv), we have:

Corollary 3.2 (Corollary 2.5, [6]). Let Hi,...,Hy be subgroups of Z¢. If the Hj;-action
(Ty)gem, tis ergodic on X for all 1 <i <k, then Zy, . pm,(X) = Z(Zd)xk(X).

Convention 3.3. Thanks to Proposition [3.1] we may adopt a flexible and convenient notation
while writing the Host-Kra characteristic factors. For example, if A = {Hy, H3}*3, then the

notation Z, y. pxz gy o (X) vefers 60 Zry by Hy, Hy, Ho, Ho Hy Ha Ha, Hs, H (X)-

Recall that for a subgroup H C Z¢, HU denotes the subgroup {(h,h): h € H} C Z% x Z¢.

Lemma 3.4. Let d € N. Let (X, B, u,(Ty),ez4) be a Z%-system and Hy,...,Hy, H be sub-
groups of Z. Let f € L>=(u). Then,

15 © Flygn,_ < U Wyt
where in the left hand side we consider the product space (X x X, B® B, X p).

Proof. We proceed by induction on k. For k = 1, using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we
have

17 @ T = Bgem [ £ T (T, x T)T o f dlu x p)

2

2
/Tgf‘fdﬂ‘ = Egen,

/ E(T,f - FIZ(H))du

= EgeHl

< Egerm / E(Tyf - FIZU))Pdp = Egern N Ty f - Flir = 1 £ W0, = W Wi, s

from where we conclude the required relation by taking square roots.
Suppose that the result holds for £ — 1. By Proposition B.I] and the induction hypothesis,

— ok - — k—1
If & f|||§{£117___7H][€11 = Eyen Ty xTy)f @ f- f& f|||12,{£117m,H£111
— — 9k—1
=Boen | Tof - fOTof - Flym oo

— 9ok
S Eger |||Tgf : f|||%‘]1,...,Hk,1,H

= fle,.roy i = W f ey

and the claim follows. O
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3.2. Nilsystems, nilsequences and Structure Theorem. Let X = N/I', where N is a
(k-step) nilpotent Lie group and I' is a discrete cocompact subgroup of N. Let B be the Borel
o-algebra of X, u the Haar measure on X, and for n € Z% let Tp,: X — X with T,z = b, - x
for some group homomorphism n ~ b, from Z¢ to N. We say that X = (X, B, i, (T},),nez4)
is a (k-step) Z4-nilsystem. For k > 1, we say that (a),czd is a (k-step) Z3-nilsequence
if there exist a (k-step) Z%nilsystem X = (X, B, u, (T)))pezd), a function F € C(X) and
x € X such that a, = F(T,x) for all n € Z¢. For k = 0, a 0-step nilsequence is a constant
sequence. An important reason which makes the Host-Kra characteristic factors powerful is
their connection with nilsystems. The following is a slight generalization of [35, Theorem 3.7]
(see [30, Theorem 3.7]), which is a higher dimensional version of Host-Kra structure theorem

(6)).

Theorem 3.5. Let X be an ergodic Z%-system. Then Zgay<x(X) is an inverse limit of (k—1)-
step Z%-nilsystems.

3.3. Bessel’s inequality. An essential difference in the study of multiple ergodic averages
between Z-systems and Z%-systems is that in the former case, one can usually bound the
average by some Host-Kra seminorm of a function f appearing in the average, whereas in the
latter, one can only bound the averages by an average of a family of Host-Kra seminorms of f.
To overcome this difficulty, inspired by the work of Tao and Ziegler ([32]), in this subsection
we derive an upper bound for expressions of the form Eie/|| f|#, ;... n; ,, where I is a finite set

and H; ; are subgroups of Ze.
The proof of the following statement is similar to [32], Corollary 1.22]:

Proposition 3.6 (Bessel’s inequality). Let s € N, (X, B, 1, (Ty)ez4) be a Z%-system, I be a
finite set of indices, and H; ;,1 € 1,1 < j < s be subgroups of Z2. Then for all f € L>®(u),
2\ 1/2
Eict [E(f| 261, B < 1Sl (Biser [EU1Z0n, sm, 0,00 02)],)
Proof. For convenience, let f; :== E(f|Zn,, . m, ). Then
Eiel |E(f|Z;1,...11:)|3 = (f Eier fi)
which, by the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality is bounded by
1/2
1l - |Bager(i £)|

By [32, Corollary 1.21], L**(Zp, ,,...u;,) and L>(Zpy;, , ... 1, ) are orthogonal on the orthogonal
complement of L>(Zy. 4 H, ), hence

71,}1§i/7j,§5
<fl7fj> = 9

and we have the conclusion. O

:

B\ 20,01,y )

By repeatedly using Proposition B.6] we have:

Corollary 3.7. Let s,t € N, (X, B, 1, (Ty) eza) be a Z%-system, I be a finite set of indices,
and H; ;, 1€ 1,1 < j <s, be subgroups of Z2. Then for all f € L>®(u) and T := 2' we have
2

2 T 272
(Bict 1B Z0,s 0 JB) - < IS 2 By, irer | B 125,
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The next proposition provides an upper bound for E;c7|| f |

i1,...H; , which can be combined
with the previous two statements.

Proposition 3.8. Let s,t € N, (X, B, u, (Tg)gezd) be a Z-system, I be a finite set of indices,
and H; j,i € I,1 < j < s be subgroups of Z*. Then for all f € L (), with I fllpee (e <1,

Eiefmmei,l,---,Hi,s < (EieIH(E(f’ZHi,17---7Hi,s)H%)UQS-
Proof. Note that

s—1
(11) U Wt tres < I N2 < IS

Also, for all ¢ we have

|||f|||Hz1,,st < |||f - E(f|ZHi,1,---7Hi,s)|||Hi,17~~~,Hi,s + |||E(f|ZH'L,17---7H'L,s)|||H'L,17~~~7Hi,s
= |||E(f|ZHi,17~~~7Hi,s)|||Hi,17---7Hi,s’
SO
EiEIH‘mei,ly---yHi,s SE’iEI”’E(f’ZHi,ly---7Hi,s)”’Hi,lv---yHi,s

1/25-1 s
S]El'elHE(f|ZHi,17---7Hi,s)HZ/ < (EiGIH(E(f|ZH¢,1,---,H¢,s)H%)UQ )

as was to be shown. O

3.4. General properties of subgroups of Z? and properties of polynomials. Recall
that for a subset A of Q?, we denote G(A) := spang{a € A} N Z%. Next we summarize some
properties of these sets.

Lemma 3.9. The following properties hold:
(i) For any set A C 7%, G(A) is a subgroup of Z.2.

(7i) Let A be a finite set and M (A) the matriz whose columns are the elements of A. Then
G(A) = (M(A)-QAhnz,

(iii) If H C Z% is the subgroup generated by hy, ..., hy € Z2, then G(H) = G({h1, ..., hi}).
In particular, letting M (hy, ..., hy) be the matriz whose columns are hy, ..., hy, we
have that G({hy,...,hg)) = (M(hq, ..., hg) - QF) N Z9,

(iv) For any subgroup H C 79, H has finite index in G(H). Moreover, G(H) is the largest
subgroup of Z¢ which is a finite index extension of H.

(v) Ifnot all of ai,. .. ,ay belong to a common proper subspace of Q¢, then G({a1, ..., ax})
=74

Proof. Properties (i), (ii) and (iii) follow directly from the definitions.
To prove (iv), let {g1,...,gx} be a set such that (g1,...,9x) = G(H). Foreachi=1,...,k

there exist m; and h; € H such that g; = L. The group (mygi,...,mggg) is of finite index
"

in (g1,...,9x) = G(H) and is contained in H. Therefore H is of finite index in G(H).

To see that G(H) is the largest finite index extension of H, take H' to be any finite index
extension of H and take h’ € H'. Since H' is a finite index extension of H, we have that there
exists n € N such that nh/ € H. This implies that ' € G(H).

To show (v), reordering ay, ..., ay if needed, we may assume that aq, ..., aq are linearly inde-
pendent vectors over Q. It follows that spang({a1,...,aq}) = Q? and then G({ay,...,ar}) 2

Gay,...,aq}) =74 O
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Remark 3.10. If Hy and Hy are subgroups of 72, then G(Hy) + G(Hsy) C G(Hy + Hs), with
the inclusion possibly being strict. For instance, for Hy = ((1,2)), Hy = ((2,1)) we have that
G(Hy) = Hy, G(Hy) = Hy and Hy + Hy C G(H, + Hy) = 7Z*. Nevertheless, Lemma [39
implies that that G(H1) + G(Hz2) has finite index in G(H; + Ha).

In the remainder of the section, we provide some algebraic lemmas that will be used later in
the paper. For a set E C Z%, we define its upper Banach density (or just upper density when
—_— _ d

there is no confusion) with d*(E) = limy_; max,cza W If the limit exists, we
say that its value is the Banach density (or just density) of E. The proof of the following

lemma is routine (see also [6l Lemma 2.12| for a more general version):

Lemma 3.11 (Lemma 2.12, [6]). Let c: (Z*)* — R be a polynomial. Then either ¢ = 0 or
the set of h € (Z%)* such that c(h) = 0 is of (upper) Banach density 0.

Lemma 3.12. Let v; € ZF,1 <i < k and U be a subset of ZF of positive density. Then

1<i<k

Proof. Note that in ([I3]) the right hand side clearly includes the left hand side. To prove the
converse inclusion it suffices to show that

(14) spang{h: h € U} = QF.

Since U has positive density, it cannot be contained in any hyperplane of QF, so it must have
at least k elements that are linearly independent over Q. Thus, ([Id]) follows immediately. [

Definition 3.13. Let P: ZXX — R be a polynomial. Denote by AP: ZLE+D) 5 R the
polynomial given by AP(n,hy,...,hg) = P(n+ hg,h1,...,hx—1) — P(n,hy,..., hx_1) for
all n,hy,...,hg € Z". For a polynomial P: Z* — R, let AKP:=A....- AP (where A acts
K times).

Lemma 3.14. Let K € N and Q: Z" — R be a homogeneous polynomial with deg(Q) > K. If
Q(n) ¢ Q[n]+R, then the set of (hy, ..., hi) € (Z¥)XK such that AKQ(-, hy,. .., hi) ¢ Qn]+R
1s of density 1.

Proof. We may write Q(n) = S22, a;Qq(n) for some M € N, homogeneous polynomials
Q1,...,Qn in Q[n] of degrees deg(Q), and real numbers ay,...,aps € R which are linearly
independent over Q (this can be done by taking a; ...,aas to be a basis of the Q-span of the
coefficients of Q). Since Q(n) ¢ Q[n] + R, there exists some 1 < ¢ < M such that a; ¢ Q
and @Q; #Z 0. Without loss of generality assume that ¢ = 1. Since deg(Q1) > K, we have that
AKQy #0.

Suppose that AKQ(-, hy,...,hx) € Q[n] + R for some (hy,...,hg) € (Z*)X. Note that
ARQ(- hy, ... hg) = Zf\il a;ARQ;(- hy, ..., hg). Since each AKQ;(-, hy,...,hr) is a ratio-
nal polynomial of degree deg(Q) — K and aq,...,ap € R are linearly independent over Q,
we must have that AXQy (-, h1,...,hx) = 0. So if the set of (hy,...,hx) € (Z*)X such that
AKQ(-, h,...,hg) € Q[n] + R has positive density, then the set of (n,h1,..., hg) € (ZF)E
such that AXQ1(n, h1,...,hx) = 0 has positive density too. By [6] Lemma 2.12|, AXQ, = 0,
a contradiction. This finishes the proof. O
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4. PET INDUCTION

In this section we present the method we use to reduce the complexity of the polynomial
iterates, i.e., PET 1nduct10nE which was first introduced in [2]. To this end, we start by
recalhng a Varlatlon of van der Corput’s lemma from [6] that is convenient for our study. We
then continue by presenting the inductive scheme via the use of van der Corput operations.

4.1. The van der Corput lemma. The standard tool used in reducing the complexity of
polynomial families of iterates is van der Corput’s lemma (also known as “van der Corput’s
trick”). We will use the following variation of it, the proof of which can be found in [6]
Lemma 2.2]:

Lemma 4.1 (van der Corput lemma). Let (a(n;hi, ..., hs)) (. hy)e@zr)+1 be a bounded
sequence by 1 in a Hilbert space # [ Then, for T € Ny,

_D —_—
Ep,  heezt  sup hmOo |Enerya(n; hl,...,hs)HZT

(IN)NeN
Fglner seq.

=0
<A"Ep, . hoheiiczl  SUp A}lm |Encry (a(n + hsy1ihi, ... hs),a(nsha, .o h))|
N)Nen VT
Fyglner seq.

We also provide two applications of Lemma [£T]for later use. The first one is to get an upper
bound for single averages with polynomial iterates and a polynomial exponential weight. Let
exp(r) = e*™® and recall Definition B.I3 for the polynomial AKX P.

Lemma 4.2. Let P: Z* — R and p: Z" — 7% be polynomials. Let X = (X, B, u, (T, 9)gezd)

be a Z-system and f € L>®(u) be a function bounded by 1. For all K € Ny and 7 > 0, there
exists a universal constant Cr » > 0 such that

sup  lim [|E,er, exp(P( ) f
Un)nen N—00 [Enery ) Tpn) H
Fglner seq.

< CK7T]EE=(h1,...,hK)€(ZL)K sup hm HEnGIN exp(AK P(n,h))Tax
(IN)NeN
Fglner seq.

Proof. When K = 0, there is nothing to prove. We now assume that the relation holds for
some K € Ny and we show it for K + 1. Using Lemma 1] and the T-invariance of u, we get

—0 — 2T
Eh—(hy,..hi)e(@l)k  SUp hmOO HEnelw exp(AKP(n7 h))TAKp(n7h)fH2

(IN)nen
Fglner seq.

.
< A4E, 1 E A P(n,h))T - fd
SA By (hy, hie1)e(@b )+ (IE?IIV)EN Nl_fgo‘ neIN/XeXP( (n, W) Taxs1pny f - fdu

Fglner seq.
_D _ T
< 4R T HE AKHL P, h))T
S A Ej(hy,.hics)e(@D) K+ (IE?EEN | Enery exp( (n, 0)) Tarcsipnm f |
Fglner seq.

I8PET is an abbreviation for “Polynomial Exhaustion Technique.”
19We use this unorthodox notation to separate the variable n from the h;’s. The variable n plays a different,
compared to the h;’s, role in our study.
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hence the result (the constant that appears depends only on 7 and K). O

The second application of Lemma H.1] provides an upper bound for single averages, with
linear iterates and an exponential weight evaluated at a linear polynomial, on a product system.
The proof is inspired by [6l Lemma 5.2| and [I7, Proposition 2.9].

Lemma 4.3. Let (X,B,u) be a probability space, k,L € N and T;;,1 < i <k, 1 <j <L
be commuting measure preserving transformations on X. Denote S; = Ty X --- x T}, ; for
all 1 < j < L. Let G; be the group generated by T;1,...,T; . Then for any polynomial
P: 7% — R of degree 1 and fi,..., fr € L>=(u) bounded by 1, we have that

(15) S Jim [[Enery exp(P () Bo fll2(uer) <2 i flfil e,
Fglner seq.
where, f=fi®---® fy and forn = (n1,...,n), R, = 57" -...- S{-.

Proof. Fix 1 < i < k and let P(n) = a-n + b for some a € R, b € R. Then, by Lemma ET]
the 4th power of the left hand side of (&) is bounded by

2
16-Epepr  sup  Tim ‘ /XEnezN exp(P(n + h) — P(n))Ryynf - Ruf dp®*

(In)nen N7
Fglner seq.

2
=16 EEGZL sup  lim ‘/ Eneryexp(a-h)Ryf - Fdu®*
X

(In)nen N0
Fglner seq.
_ 2 h —= 2
=16-E}_,. /X Ruf - Fdu™| <16-E_, 5 epn /X Si*fi fidp
2
<16 By, ez /XE(Slhifi JilZ(Gi)) du
, B 2
—16-E),, /X E(S}" fi - TiT(G)) dp| = 160 fill o,
from where the result follows. O

4.2. The van der Corput operation. To review the PET induction scheme, we will follow,
and slightly modify, the approach from [6]. To this end, we extend the definitions that we
have already given on the polynomial families of interest (see the beginning of Subsection 21]),
taking into account that we treat the first L-tuple of variables of the polynomials differently.

Definition 4.4. For a polynomial p(n;hy, ..., hs): (Z¥)*+t! — Z, we denote with deg(p) the
degree of p with respect to n (for example, for s = 1, L = 2, the degree of p(ni,ng; hi1,h12) =
hl,lhl,gn% + h%lng, is 2)

For a polynomial p(n; hy, ..., hs) = (p1(n;hi, ... hs), ..., pa(n;h, ... he)): (ZF)s+ — 74,
we let deg(p) = max;<;<4deg(p;) and we say that p is non-constant if deg(p) > 0 (i.e., some
p; is a non-constant function of n). The polynomials qi,...,qx: (ZX)*1 — Z¢ are called
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essentially distinct if they are non-constant and ¢; — ¢; is non-constant for all i # j. Finally,
for a tuple q = (q1, ..., qr), we let deg(q) = max;<;<j deg(qi)

Let (X, B, u, (Ty) geze) be a Z%-system, q1,. .., qr: (Z")**' — Z9 be polynomials and gy, . . .,
gr: X x (Z")* — R be functions such that each g,,(-; hi, ..., hs) is an L>(u) function bounded

by 1 for all hy,...,hs € Z¥, 1 <m < k. If q = (q1,...,q;) and g = (g1,...,gk), we say that
A= (L,s, k,g,q) is a PET-tuple, and for 7 € Ny we set

T

k
_D E—
S(A, 1) =E, _peze sup  lim HEnEIN H T (nihiseshs)Im (T3 R, oo hs)
(IN)neny N7 m—1
Fglner seq.

2.

We define deg(A) = deg(q), and say that A is non-degenerate if q is a family of essentially
distinct polynomials (for convenience, q will be called non-degenerate as well). For 1 <m < k,
the tuple A is m-standard for f € L>(u) if deg(A) = deg(qm) and g (x; by, ..., hs) = f(x) for
every x,hq,...,hs. That is, f is the m-th function in g, only depending on the first variable,
and the polynomial ¢, that acts on f is of the highest degreels] The tuple A will be called
semi-standard for f if there exists 1 < m < k such that g,,(z;h1,...,hs) = f(x) for every
x,hi,...,hs. In this case we do not require the function f to have a specific position in g nor
that the polynomial acting on f to be of the highest degree.

For each non-degenerate PET-tuple A = (L, s, k, g, q) and polynomial ¢: (ZX)s*1 — Z¢, we
define the vdC-operation, 0,A, according to the following three steps

Step 1: For all 1 <m <k, let g5, = g5, = gm, and g, ..., @5 (Z5)5+2 — 7% be the
polynomials defined as

“ (b has1) = gm(n + hsyi;h, ... hs) —q(nshy, ... hs) 1 <m <k
CONCRCRERRRE S Gm-k(n;hy, ... hs) —q(n;hy, ... hs) Jk+1<m<2k
i.e., we subtract the polynomial ¢ from the first & polynomials after we have shifted by hsy
the first L variables, and for the second k ones we subtract q Denote q* = (qf, ..., q3;)-

Step 2: We remove from gj(n; hi, ..., hoy1), ..., @5 (nihi, ..., heyr) the polynomials which
are constant and the corresponding terms with these as iterates (this will be justified via
the use of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the fact that the functions g,, are bounded),
and then put the non-constant ones in groups J; = {Gi1,...,Git, }, 1 < i < k' for some K/,
t; € N such that two polynomials are essentially distinct if and only if they belong to different
groups Next, we write G j(n;hi,...,her1) = Ga(nshi, ... her1) + Pij(hi,. .., hep1) for
some polynomial p; ; for all 1 < j <t;, 1 <14 <k’. For convenience, we also relabel g7,..., g3,
accordingly as g; ; for all 1 <j <t;, 1 <i<Kk.

20For clarity, we use non-bold letters for vectors (of polynomials) and bold letters for vectors of vectors (of
polynomials).

21Here, we say m-standard for f to highlight the function of interest as, after running the vdC-operation,
the position of the functions in the expression we deal with changes.

22Actually, the vdC-operation can be defined for any PET-tuple, not just for non-degenerate ones. Similarly,
being a procedure that reduces complexity, PET induction can be applied to any family of polynomials. As
the expressions of interest in this paper correspond to non-degenerate tuples, we consider only this case.

23In practice, this g will be one of the ¢;’s of minimum degree.

24 A fter removing the constant polynomials, the terms from A that are grouped are of degree 1.
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Step 3: Forall 1 <i <k, let ¢, = ¢;; and
t;
gi(@shy, . heyr) = Gig (b, hey) H T, i (hyeoshos) G (T3 B1 o Bs).
j=2

We set ' = (¢1,.-.,q;/), 8 = (41,...,9;,) and we denote the new PET-tuple by 9,4 =
(L,s+ 1,k g, q’) It follows from the construction that 9,4 is non-degenerate.

If ¢ = ¢4 for some 1 <t </, we write dyq instead of q' to highlight the fact that we have
subtracted the polynomial ¢;; we also write 9; A instead of 9,, A to lighten the notation.

We say that the operation A — 0, A is I-inherited if ¢; = ¢f and g} = f1, i.e., if we did not
drop ¢ or group it with any other ¢ in Step 2.

Example 7. Let p = (p1,p2) with p1,p2: Z — Z% be polynomials given by p;(n) = b;an® +
b; 1n for some b;1,b;2 € Z% for 1 < i < 2 with b12,b22,b12 — bao # 0 (hence, we have that
L = s =1 and k = 2). Subtracting ps in the Step 1 of the vdC operation, we have that
dop = (q1,q2,q3), is a tuple of 3 polynomials, ¢, qq, q3: Z> — Z¢, given by

q1(n, hy) = (b1g — ba2)n* + 2by onhy + (b1 — ba1)n + by 1hy + by 2h?,
qa(n, hy) = 2bgonhy + by 1hy + by oh?,
q3(n, hy) = (b1a — ba2)n* + (b1 — ba1)n,

where we removed 1 essentially constant polynomial in Step 2 of the vdC operation Actually,
after using a series of vdC-operations, one can convert p into a PET-tuple of linear polynomials.

Indeed, if we run the vdC-operation once more by subtracting ¢o in the Step 1 of the vdC
operation, we have that ddop = (¢},...,q}) is a tuple of 4 polynomials, ¢/,...,q¢}: Z*> — 79,
given by

q1(n, hi,ho) = (b2 — ba2)n® + 2(b1 2 — ba2)nhy + 2(b1 2 — ba2)nhg + (b1,1 — b21)n + i (1, ha),
dh(n, hi, he) = (b12 — ba2)n?® — 2byonhy + 2(b12 — ba)nho + (b1,1 — bo1)n + 1h(h1, ho),

¢h(n, b1, ha) = (b1 — bag)n® + 2(by o — bao)nhy + (b1 — ba1)n + rh(h1, ha),

¢i(n, hi,ha) = (b12 — ba2)n® — 2bonhy + (b1 — ba1)n + 74 (h1, ha),

where 7/ 7Z? — 7% 1 < i < 4, are polynomials in hy,hs, and we removed 2 essentially
constant polynomials (i.e. g2(n,h1) — g2(n,hq) and g2(n + he, h1) — g2(n, hy)) in Step 2 of the
vdC operation.

25Here we abuse the notation by writing 04 A to denote any such tuple, obtained from Step 1 to 3. Strictly
speaking, 9,A is not uniquely defined as the order of the grouping of ¢,...,q5, in Step 2 is ambiguous.
However, this is done without loss of generality, since the order does not affect the value of S(9,4, -).

26Here we use g:’s instead of p}’s in the first step to ease the notation of Example@lthat is given in the next
section.
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Finally, if we apply vdC-operation again by subtracting ¢} in Step 1 of the vdC operation,
we have that 9,020sp = (¢}, ..., q%) is a tuple of 7 polynomials, ¢/, ...,q": Z* — Z%, given by

q{(n,hi, ha, hs) = 2by anhy + 2(b1 2 — ba2)nhg 4 2(by 2 — bo2)nhs + r{ (h1, ha, hs),

qy(n,hi, ha, h3) = 2(b12 — ba2)nha + 2(by 2 — by 2)nhs + ry(h1, ha, h3),
q5(n, hi, ha, hs) = 2by anhy + 2(b1 2 — ba2)nhg + 745 (h1, he, hs),
qi(n,hi, ha, hs) = 2(by o — bao)nhs + ) (h1, ha, h3),

q5 (n, ha, ho, h3) = 2by anhy + 2(b1 2 — ba2)nhg + 14 (hy, ha, h3),

46 (n, hi, ha, hs) = 2(by o — bao)nhe + rg (hy, ha, h3),

q'7'(n, hi, ho, hs) = 2b; 2nh; + 7"7'(h1, ho, h3),

where 77 : 73 — 7% 1 < i < 7, are polynomials in hq, ho, h3, and we removed 1 essentially
constant polynomial in the Step 2 of the vdC operation. It is clear that deg(04020op) = 1.

The vdC-operation provides us with a non-degenerate tuple, the value S(-,-) of which sat-
isfies the following:

Proposition 4.5 (Proposition 4.1, [6]). Let (X, B, i1, (Ty)eza) be aZ%-system, A = (L, s, k, g,
q) a PET-tuple, and q: (ZF)**' — Z¢ a polynomial. Then 0,A is non-degenerate and
S(A,27) < 47S(04A,T) for every T € Ny.

The following crucial result (cf. [6, Theorem 4.2]) shows that when we start with a PET-
tuple which is 1-standard for a function, then, after finitely many vdC-operations, we arrive
at a new PET-tuple of degree 1 which is still 1-standard for the same function, so we can then
use some Host-Kra seminorm to bound the lim sup of the average of interest.

Theorem 4.6. Let (X, B, 1, (Ty) eza) be a Z%-system and f € L=(u). Let A= (L,s,k,g,q)
be a non-degenerate PET-tuple which is 1-standard for gi. Then, there exist py,...,pr € N,
for some t € Ny, such that for all1 <t' <t, 0y, ...0p, A is a non-degenerate PET-tuple which
is still 1-standard for g1, and that 8,  ...0p A — 0p,...0, A is I-inherited. Moreover,

deg(d,, ... 0, A) =171

If A is an m-standard for the function f PET-tuple then, by rearranging the terms if
necessary, one can get a new tuple A’ which is 1-standard for f with S(A,7) = S(4',7).
However, if A is semi-standard but not standard for f, then the PET-induction does not work
well enough to provide an upper bound for S(A, ) in terms of some Host-Kra seminorm of f.
To overcome this difficulty one follows [6]. More specifically, using [6, Proposition 6.3], which
is a “dimension-increment” argument, A can be transformed into a new PET-tuple which is
1-standard for f (at the cost of increasing the dimension from L to 2L which is harmless for
our approach). So, following this procedure, for any fixed function f, we may assume without
loss of generality that the corresponding polynomial iterate p is of maximum degree, making
the PET-tuple, after potential rearrangement of the terms, 1-standard for f. A combination
of the previous results will allow us to obtain the required upper bound for each function.

2T [6) Theorem 4.2] the PET tuple is not required to be 1-standard nor 1-inherited; this comes at no extra

cost as the polynomials chosen at each step to run the vdC-operation are of minimum degree.
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5. FINDING A CHARACTERISTIC FACTOR

This lengthy section is dedicated in proving Theorem To this end, we need to show two
intermediate results, i.e., Propositions and (.3, which improve two technical results from
[6], namely [6, Proposition 5.6], and [0, Proposition 5.5] respectively.

Recall that for a subset A of Q¢ G(A) = spang{a € A} N 74,

Convention 5.1. For the rest of the paper, for every u = (u1,...,ur) € (Q9)%, we denote
G(u) = G({u,...,up}).

The first result, which enhances [6, Proposition 5.6, gives a bound for the average of interest
by finite step seminorms (recall Convention for notions on Host-Kra seminorms). To pass
from infinite step seminorms to finite step ones, we use the implications of Propositions

and

Proposition 5.2 (Bounding averaged Host-Kra seminorms by a single one). Let s,s',t € N
and cpy: (ZF)* = (ZHY,1 < m < t, be polynomials with c,, # 0 given by

(16) cmlhi,... hs) = Z Rt % gy (ag,. .. as)
at,...,as€NE |ay [+ +|as|<s’
for some
Wy (a,... as) = (umi(ai,...,as),...,umr(a,...,as)) € (Qd)L.
Denote

Hy,, = G({umilay,...,as): ay,...,as € N5, 1 <i < L}).

There exists D € Ny depending only on s, s', L such that for every Z.3-system (X, B, u, (Ty) geze)
and every f € L>=(u),

(17) Eny,heezt 1 NG en i hamer =0 & Wllgxo | gxo = 0.
We start by explaining the idea behind Proposition with an example:

Example 8. Let py,p2: Z — Z2 be polynomials given by pi(n) = (n? + n,0) and pa(n) =
(0,n%), and (X, B, j1, (Ty)4ez2) be a Z2-system. Consider the following expression:

B B oo T .
Fglner seq.

Put e; = (1,0), e2 = (0,1) and e = (1,—1). Using [6l Proposition 5.5|, we get

. —0

. <.

(18) (Izil)lzlv)ew NlLIgOHEHGINTpl(n)fI Tp2(n)f2H2_C Enezsll fillae,m).....cer ()
Fglner seq.
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where C' is a universal constant, and

ci(h1, ha, h3) = —2hiey,
co(hi, ha, hy) = 2hoe,

c3(hy, ho, hg) = —2hiey + 2hae,

c4(hy, ho, hs) = 2hse,

c5(hy, ho, hg) = —2hiey + 2hge,

co(h1, ho, hg) = 2(ha + hg)e,

C7(h1, ho, hg) = —2hie; + 2(h2 + hg)e.

Using [0, Proposition 5.6], one can show that if || f; ]”elxD oxp = 0 for all D € N, then the

right hand side of (I8]) is 0. In this paper, we strengthen this result by only assuming that
mflwelw oxp = 0 for some D € N,

Indeed, using Proposition B8] (for I = [~ N, N]3, letting N — oo) and Corollary B.7} we
have that the right hand side of (I8 is 0 if

=08

On the other hand, for “almost all” h,h’ € Z3, the group G(c;(h),c;(h’)) equals Ze; if i =
j =1, Ze if i,j € {2,4,6} and Z? otherwise. So, Z{G(es(h).c;(0)}1s <7 18 contained in
Ze, exo,(z2)x30, Which is contained in Z,xas .25 by Proposition B Hence, the right hand side

of (I8) is 0 if |||f1|||ei<257e><25 = 0.

We now prove the general case.

2
=0
Ep wezs ‘

E(f1Z(Gteim).c; N hizis<r) |

Proof of Proposition[2.2. We may assume without loss of generality that || f| fe(, < 1. For
convenience, denote h = (hy,...,hs). Using Proposition B8 and Corollary B for I =
[N, N]*L, and then letting N — oo, we have that

(19)

(Bnezt I/l Genmnhens:) < Ent.nwez

AAAAA

‘ 2

2

for all W = 2%, w € Np. Let w be the smallest integer such that 2 > (s’ + 1)** and
Q the set of (h',...,h") € (Z*F)W such that for every 1 < myq,...,my < t, the group
G(cm, (W), ... ¢y () contains at least one of Hy,..., H;. By Proposition Bl for every
(h!,... . h") € Q, Z{G(emy (01, Cmyy (BW) b 1<, < , is a factor of Z; HXP,. XD for D == s,
and thus E(f]Z{G(cpm, (1), cmpy (0% )<y, myp<i) = O SiDCE WfWHIXD HXD = 0. So, by
(@), it suffices to show that € is of upper density 1. Let h == (h?,... 7hW) (Zs2)W and
1 <my,...,mwy <t. By the pigeonhole principle, at least (s’ 4 1)** many of the m1, ..., my
take the same value. Assume that m;, = --- = m;,, = m, where W’ < (s’ + 1)*F is the

28Gtrictly speaking, Proposition (8 only implies that the right hand side of @) is o0 if
2
= 0. However, since G(c;(h)) + G(c;(h’)) is a finite index sub-

=0
Enwezs | B(f1Z16 (e m)+6(e; ) h<iyer) ||

group of G(c;(h),c;(h’)), we can use Lemma [39] (iv) and replace it by the latter as a seminorm subindex.
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number of ay,...,as € N} with |ai|+ -+ + |as| < s’. Note that W’ depends only on s’, s and
L. Write h* := (hj1,...,his) € Z°Y and consider the W’ x W’ matrix

Ail,...,iw/ (h) = (h?jl,l s h;'ljs,s)al,...,aSEN{;Jal|+---+|as|§s/,1§j§W"
If det(Asy . iy, (h)) # 0, then by the definition of ¢,,(h), we have that
G(cm, (hY), ... cpmy (07) D Glem(h™), ... cp(h'W')) D Hp,.

In conclusion, h € Qifforall 1 <iy < - < iyr < W, det(Aih,,,,iW/(fl)) £ 0.
Thus, it suffices to show that for all 1 < i3 < --- < iy < W, the set of h e (zH)W
with det(A; .., (h)) = 0 is of density 0. We may assume without loss of generality that

iy = 1,...,4w» = W'. Note that det(A; _w(h)) is a polynomial in h;;,1 < i < W/,

1 < j < s. Looking at the term hgfio,...,o)h;éo,...p) . ..hg,f,’,o’l;l}}o), we see that det(Al,___7W/(l~1))

is a non-constant polynomial. Therefore, the set of solutions to det(A4;  w(h)) = 0is of 0
density by Lemma B.I1] completing the argument. O

The second statement, which strengthens [0, Proposition 5.5], is the following (check Defi-
nition 2] for the various notions appearing in the statement):

Proposition 5.3 (Bounding the average by averaged Host-Kra seminorms). Let d,k, L € N,
P=(p1,. D), PLy-- s Pi: LY — Z a family of essentially distinct polynomials of degrees at
most K, with p;(n) = >, cnL o<k biwn" for some b, € Q9. There exist s,s',t1,...,t, € N
depending only on d, k, K, L and polynomials c; m: (Z*)* — (ZH)L, 1 <i <k, 1 <m <t
with ¢; m # 0, such that the following hold:

(1) (Control of the coefficients) Each c; m, is of the form

Cim(h1,. .. hs) = > RS R vy (ag, ... as)

a1,...,as€ENE |ai |+ +|as|<s’

for some vim(a1,...,as) = (Vimilal,...,as), ..., vimr(al,. .., as)) € (QH)E, which
s a polynomial function in terms of the coefficients of p;, 1 < i < k, and whose degree
depends only on d, k, K, L.

In addition, denoting

H; o= G({vimj(ai,...,a5): ai,...,as € Né’,l <j <L},

we have that H; ,, contains one of Gy j(p), 0 < j < k,j #1i.
(ii) (Control of the average) For every Z4-system (X, B, u, (Ty)geza) and every fi,...
fr € L®(n) bounded by 1, we have that
2t0 . =0
, <O min By, hoezt I fill(Geimh b)) 1 <mes,

(In)nen V7o
Fglner seq.

k
(20) sup lim HEnGIN H Tp(n) fi
i=1

29The fact that s,s" depend only on d, k, K, L was not stated in [6, Proposition 5.1], but it can be derived
from its proof.
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where tg and C' > 0 are constants depending only on p

Proposition .3l improves on [6, Proposition 5.5] as the description of the subgroup Hj p, is
much more precise than that of the set U;,(ai,...,as) defined in the latter. The rest of this
section is devoted to proving Proposition 5.3l which is the most technical result of this paper.

Next we introduce some convenient notation. Let q = (¢1,...,¢q¢) be a tuple of polynomials
qi: (ZF)st — 74, 1 < i</, where
gi(n;hy, ... hg) = Z h‘fl...hgsnb-ui(b;al,...,as)

b,al,...,GSEN(L)’
for some u;(b;ay,...,as) € Q% 1 <i < {. Then, by writing

u(b;ay,...,as) = (ui(b;ay,...,as),...,up(byas,...,as)) € (Qd)é7

Wwe can express q as

an;hy, ... hy) = Z hi“...h‘;snb-u(b;al,...,as).

b,al,...,GSEN(L)’
We call u(b;aq,...,aq) the data of q at level (b;ay,...,aq), or simply the level data of q.

For the rest of the section, p = (p1,...,pk) denotes a family of essentially distinct poly-
nomials pi,...,pp: Z& — Z% of degrees at most K, with p;(n) = ZUEN(L)’ <K b; yn’, where

biﬂ) S @d.

One sees that the left hand side of [20) is S(A, 1), where A is the PET-tuple (L,0, k, p,
(f1,---, fx))- To prove Proposition £.3] we first need to perform a series of vdC-operations to
convert A into a PET-tuple 0p, ...Jd,, A of degree 1, and then compare the coefficients of the
polynomials in A with those in d,, ... 0,, A. Even though the coefficients in the latter are very
difficult to compute directly, one can keep track of the connection between them and those of
the original polynomial family p. This was first achieved in [6] by introducing an equivalence
relation pertaining to the vdC-operation (see [0 Section 5.3| for details). In this paper, we
introduce another approach which is more intricate than the one used in [6], but that achieves
a better tracking of the coefficients, which in turn gives us a stronger upper bound for the
multiple averages.

Recalling that by, ,, 1 <w < k,v € Né are the coefficients that arise from the family p (we
also put by, =0 € Q9 for all v € Né), forr e Q,v € Né and 0 <17 < k, we set

Qriw = {r(byy —biy): 1 <w <k},
Definition 5.4 (Types and symbols of level data). For all b,ay,...,as,v € Né, r € Q, and
0 <i <k, we say that u(b;aq,...,as) is of type (r,i,v) if
ui(bsar, ... as),...,up(b;ar,...,as) € Qriy, and uy(b;aq,...,as) =r(by, — biy).
We say that u(b;ai,...,as) is non-trivial if at least one of w,,(b;ay, ..., as) is nonzero.
30Actually both tg and C depend on d, k, L and the highest degree of p1,...,p,. More specifically, to can be

chosen to be the max{t1,...,tx}, where ¢; is the number of vdC-operations that we have to perform in order
for the PET tuple to be non-degenerate, 1-standard for f; and with degree equal to 1.
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Let u(b;aq,...,as) be of type (r,i,v). Suppose that
(ui(bsar,...,as),...,up(byar,...,as)) = (r(bwy,o — bin), - 7" (bwyo — biw)),

for some 0 < wy,...,wy < k. We call w:= (wq,...,wy) a symbol of u(b;aq,...,as).

Note that the definition of type and symbol depend on the prefixed polynomial family p
and that we always have wy = 1.

We use the types and symbols of level data to track the coefficients of PET-tuples. We start
with an example to illustrate this concept:

Example 9. Let p = (p1,p2) be defined as in Example [ and let q = dop = (q1,¢2,43)
(recall that by this we mean the polynomial iterates we get after running the vdC-operation,
subtracting the second polynomial, ps). In this case,

u(0;1) = (b1,1,b2,1,0) is of type (1,0,1) and has symbol (1,2,0),

u(0;2) = (b1,2,b2,2,0) is of type (1,0,2) and has symbol (1,2,0),

u(1;0) = (b1,1 — b2,1,0,b11 — bo1) is of type (1,2,1) and has symbol (1,2,1),
u(1;1) = (2b1,2,2b22,0) is of type (2,0,2) and has symbol (1,2,0),

u(2;0) = (b12 — b22,0,b12 — ba2) is of type (1,2,2) and has symbol (1,2,1).

Definition 5.5. Let S denote the set of all (a,a’) € N§ such that a and @’ are both 0 or both
different than 0. Let q be a polynomial family of degree at least 1. We say that q satisfies
(P1)—(P4) if its level data u satisfy:

(P1) For all ay,...,as,b, there exist r,i,v such that u(b;aq,...,as) is of type (r,i,v).

(P2) Suppose that u(b;ay,...,as) is of type (r,4,v), then r = (b+311+atas) and v =0b+aj+
-+ + ag (in particular, r # 0)

(P3) Suppose that u(b;aq,...,as) is of type (r,i,v) and u(t';dl, ..., a}) is of type (r',',0").
If (a1,d}),...,(as,al) € S, then i =i and u(b;ay,...,as), u(t';dl,...,al) share a symbol w.
(P4) For every symbol (wq,...,wy) of some u(b;aq,...,as), we have that wy; = 1.

Once again, properties (P1)—(P4) are taken with respect to the prefixed polynomial family
p. It is obvious that p itself satisfies (P1)—(P4). An important feature of the type and symbol
of a level data is that properties (P1)—(P4) are preserved under vdC-operations.

Example 10. We will verify that the polynomial family q = d;p in Example [ satisfies all
of (P1)-(P4). Indeed, (P1) holds as all u(0;1),u(0;2),u(1;0),u(1;1),u(2;0) have a type.
For all 0 < a,b < 2,a+b < 2, if u(b;a) is of type (r,i,v), then it is not hard to see that
r= (b:a), so (P2) holds. (P3) can be verified by comparing the types and symbols of the pairs

(u(0,1),u(0,2)) and (u(1,0),u(2,0)). Finally, (P4) also holds since the first entry of every
symbol in q is 1.

We caution the reader that the symbol and type may not be unique if the coefficients b; ,,
satisfy some algebraic relations. For example, in Example [ if by 1 = b2 1, then both (1,2,0)
and (1,1,0) are symbols of u(0;1) = (b1, b2,1,0). However the following result says that there
is always a way to choose symbols and types so that properties (P1)—(P4) are preserved under
vdC-operations:

1 L . 5 L (v, 4 +vs )]
3lpor vi = (vi1,...,0i,0) € Ny, 1 <i <s, we denote (51”;:51) = szl _H j!MUSSj! .
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Proposition 5.6. Let A = (L,s,¢,8,q) be a non-degenerate PET-tuple and 1 < p < (.
Assume that A — 0,A is 1-inherited. Suppose that there exists a choice of symbols and types
for A which satisfy (P1)-(P4), then there is also a choice of symbols and types for 0,A which

satisfy (P1)-(P4).
Proof. Suppose that q = (q1,...,q¢). Denote q* = (qf,...,q3,), where for all 1 <i </,
g (nsha, ..o hsp1) = qi(n 4 hegpisha, oo hs) — qp(nsha, ..o h)
and
qQi(nshy, .o hs1) = qi(nsha, ..o hg) — qp(nsha, ... hy).
Assuming that
gi(n;hy, ... hg) = Z h‘fl...h‘;snb-ui(b;al,...,as)
b,al,...,aSEN{;
for all 1 <1i < ¢, we may write q as
a(n;hy, ... hs) = Z hi”...h‘;snb-u(b;al,...,as),
b,al,...,GSEN(L)’

and define u*(b;ay,...,as4+1) in a similar way.
One can immediately check that

a b S
¢i(n+ hsy1shy, ... hy) = Z hit ---hsfllnb' ( +Z +1>ui(b+a5+1;a1,---7a5)
b,al,...,as+1EN£
Then
ui(b;ai, ... as) —uy(b;ai,...,as) (as41 =0)
(21) ui(byar, ... as1) =S (b + ag
" b i ui(b+as+1§a1,---,as) (aerl 750)
and
ui(b;ay, ... as) —uy(biai,...,as) (asy1 =0)
22 * (b L., Qg = .
( ) ul-i—ﬁ( ;a1 , +1) { 0 (a5+1 7& 0)

We first show that q satisfying (P1)—(P4) implies the same for q*.

Fix ai,...,asy1. Since q satisfies (P1)—(P4), there exist 0 < ¢ < k and a symbol w such
that for all b, there is v € N} and r € Q such that u(b + asi1;a1,...,as) is of type (r,i,v)
and has symbol w = (1, ws,...,wy).

We have that u,(b;ai,...,as) = 7(bw,, v —biv). By @I) and (22)), it is not hard to see that
u*(b;ay,...,as,as4+1) is

of type (r,w,,v) and has symbol (w,w) (as+1 =0)

23 b .
(23) of type (r( + ZS+1> ,i,v) and has symbol (w,7,...,7) (asy1 # 0)
So each u*(b;aq,...,as,as11) is of type (x, *,v) for some v (meaning that it is of type (1,4, v)

for some " € Q and " € N) and thus q* satisfies (P1).

32For q = (a1,...,ar),b=(b1,...,br) € N§, (Z) denotes the quantity anzl (“’").

bm
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To check (P2) for q*, suppose that u*(b;aq, . 5 ,as+1) is of type (r,i,v). By ([23), we have
that u(b+ ast1;a1,...,as) is of type (r(b“;f“)i ,i',v) for some i'. Since q satisfies (P2), we
have the same for q* as

. <b+as+1><(b+as+1)+a1+---+a5> B <b+a1+---+a5+1>

b ai,...,0g Alyeeey Qg1
and
v=(b+as)tar+--Fas=b+a+- -+ a1
To show (P3), let (ay,a}), ..., (ass1,0,,) € S and suppose that u(b + asy1;a1,...,a,) is
of type (r,i,v) and u(b/ + al, ;a},...,a}) of type (r',7',v’). Since q satisfies (P3), we have
that 4 = 4" and that u(b + asy1;a1,...,as) and u(b’ +al ;a}, ..., a}) can be made to have

the same symbol w. Since , (as41, 0, ) € S, by [23) have that q* satisfies (P3).

Finally, it is straightforward from (23]) that Property (P4) is also heritable. Since the
polynomials in J,A are obtained by removing some terms from the tuple q* (but not removing
the first one, since A — 0,A is 1-inherited), the fact that q* satisfies (P1)-(P4) implies that
0,A also satisfies (P1)—(P4). O

For the family of essentially distinct polynomials p = (p1,...,px), Proposition im-
plies that 0;, ...0; p satisfies (P1)-(P4) for all k,i;,...,i; € N. In the special case when
O;,, .. 0;, p is of degree 1, properties (P1)-(P4) provide us with some information on the semi-
norm we use to bound S(0;, ...0;,A,1). To be more precise, if (P1)-(P4) hold for some
non-degenerate q, then there is some connection between the level data of q and the groups

Gl,O(p)a G1,2(p)’ ey Gl,k(p):

Proposition 5.7. Suppose that (P1)-(P4) hold for some non-degenerate q. Then for all
0<m<¥{,m#1, the group

Him(q) = G{ui(b;ai,. .. as) —um(b;ai,...,as): (b,ai,...,as) € (Né)s“,b # 0})
contains at least one of the groups G ;(p),0 <j < k,j # 1.

We remark that although Proposition 5.7 holds for all non-degenerate q, we will use it for
the case deg(q) = 1. We first give an example to explain the idea behind it.

Example 11. Let p = (p1,p2) be as in Example [l Then Gi(p) = G(b12) and Gi2(p) =
G(b12 — ba2). Let u(b;a) be the level data of dp. Then

u(1;0) = (b1,1 —b21) - (1,0,1) is of type (1,2,1) and has symbol (1,2,1),
u(l;1) =2by2-(1,0,0) + 2b22 - (0,1,0) is of type (2,0,2) and has symbol (1,2,0),
u(2;0) = (b12 — ba22) - (1,0,1) is of type (1,2,2) and has symbol (1,2,1).

Here we will not compute u(b;a) for b = 0 as it is irrelevant to our purposes. It is easy to

see that Hy o(0op) = G(b11 — b21,b12,b12 — b2 2) 2 Gio(p) UG12(p), H12(02p) = G(b11 —
b271, bl,g — b272) 2 GLQ(p), H1,3(82p) = G(bLQ) = GL()(p). SO, PrOpOSitiOHE:Zl hOldS fOI" 82[).
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Let u/(b;a1,az) denote the level data of d,02p. Then

u'(1;0,0) = (by,1 — b21) - (1,1,1,1) is of type (1,2,1) and has symbol (1,1,1,1),

u'(l; 1, 0) = 2(1)172 — 6272) . (1, 0, 1, 0) — 26272 . (0, 1, 0, 1) has type (2, 2, 2) and Sy1m. (1, 07 1, 0),
u'(1;0,1) =2(b1 2 — ba2) - (1,1,0,0) is of type (2,2,2) and has symbol (1,1,2,2),

u'(2;0,0) = (b1 o — bao) - (1,1,1,1) is of type (1,2,2) and has symbol (1,1,1,1).

(We do not compute the types and symbols for u'(b;ai,az) for b = 0.) It is easy to see
that Hy(020op) = G(bi,1 — bai,b12 — ba2) 2O Gia(p), Hi2(020:p) = G(b12) = Gio(p),
Hy3(020op) = G(b1,2 — b22) 2 G12(P), H1,4(0202p) = G(b1,2,b1,2 — b22) 2 G10(p) UG12(P).

So, Proposition .7 holds for d,0-p.
Finally, let u”(b; a1, a2, as) denote the level data of 940202p. Then deg(d40202p) = 1 and

u’(1;0,0,0) = (0,0,0,0,0,0,0) is trivial,

u”(1;1,0,0) = 2by 2 - (1,0,1,0,1,0,1) is of type (2,0,2) and symbol (1,0,1,0,1,0,1),
u”(1;0,1,0) = 2(by12 — b22) - (1,1,0,0,1,1,0) has type (2,2,2) and symbol (1,1,2,2,1,1,2),
u”(1;0,0,1) = 2(b12 — ba2) - (1,1,1,1,0,0,0) has type (2,2,2) and symbol (1,1,1,1,2,2,2).
(Once more, we do not compute the types and symbols for u”(b; a1, as, a3) for b = 0.) It is easy
to see that Hy ¢(01020op) = H1 4(040202p) = Hi 6(040202p) = G(b1,2,b12 — b22) 2 G11(p),

Hi5(040205p) = G(b12) = G1,1(p), and H1 3(04020op) = H15(01020op) = H1,7(040202p) =
G(b12 — ba2) = G12(p). So, Proposition 5.7 holds for 040202p.

To briefly explain why Proposition 5.7 holds for Example Il we explain, for convenience,
why Hj o(q) contains either G o(p) or G12(p) for q = 0ap, 0202p and 040202p. Let u(b;ay,

.,as) be a level data of type (r,i,v) and symbol w, and u(b’;a},...,a.) be a level data
of type (r',i',v") and symbol w’. We say that the level data u(t';al,...,a,) dominates (or
strictly dominates) u(b;aq,...,as) if i =4/, w = w’ and [v'| > |v| (or |v/| > |v| respectively).

In Example [[T] it is not hard to see that for all b € N, ay,ay € Ny, if u/(b;aq,as2) is not of
type (*,x,2), then there exist ¥ € N, a/,a, € Ny such that u'(b’;a},a)) strictly dominates
u’(b; ay,az) (in this example, u'(1;0, 0) is strictly dominated by u’(2;0,0)). Similar conclusions
hold for u(b;a) and u”(b;ai,ag,as). In other words, the group Hjo(q) must contain the
elements of a level data of type (x,*,2), and thus it must contain one of G o(p) and G12(p).

We are now ready to prove Proposition 5.7 The main point is that given any nontrivial level

datau(b;ay,...,as), we can find another one, u(t';al, ..., al), which dominates u(b; ai, ..., as)

s
and is of type (%, %, v) with |v| being as large as possible (in this step we need to exploit the prop-
erties (P1)—(P4)). After that, we use the information of the “top” level data u(b';d},...,dl)

) s
to conclude.

Proof of Proposition[Z71. We start with a claim. Recall that S denotes the set of all (a,a’) €
N& such that a and a’ are both 0 or both different than 0 (check Definition 2] for notation).

Claim. Let d,s € N and b,a,...,as,v € NF. If [u] > |b+ay + -+ + a5/, then there exist

V,aj,...,a, € N} such that (a1,d}),..., (as,a.) € S,|V/| > |b| and ¥’ +a} +--- +al, = 0.
To show the claim, we may first assume that |v| = |b+ a1 + -+ + ag|. Indeed, write x =
(x1,...,2p) for x = v,b,ay,...,as. If ¢ = |v]| —|b+a + -+ as|] > 0, then we write

b =b+(c,0,...,0). Then [b'| > |b| and |v| = | + a1 + - + as.
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It suffices to show that if v — (b+aj +---+as)| > 0, then there exist ¥, a}, ..., a, € Nk such
that (a1,d}),..., (as,al) € S, || =|b|,and [v— (V' +a)+ - +a))| <|v—(b+ar+-- +as)|
Since |v| = |b+a1 + -+ as|, [v—(b+ a1 + -+ + as)| is at least 2, so, there exist 1 <
i,7 < L,i # j such that the ¢-th coordinate of v — (b+ a1 + -+ + as) is at least 1 for t =4

and is at most —1 for ¢ = j. We may assume without loss of generality that ¢ = 1 and
j = 2. Then we have that vy > 1, and one of ba,a12,...,as2 is at least 1. If by > 1, then
vV =b+(1,-1,0,...,0) € Nf,a! = a;,1 < i < s satisfy the requirement. If one of a; 9 is
positive, then ' = b,a, = a; + (1,-1,0,...,0) € Né,a; = a;,1 < j < 5,5 # i satisfy the

requirement. This proves the claim.

Consider the group Hi,,(q) for some 0 < m < ¢,m # 1. Since q is non-degenerate, there
exist some b,aq,...,as € Né, |b| > 1 such that ui(b;aq,...,as) — un(b;ai,...,as) # 0. By
(P1), we may assume that u(b;ay,...,as) is of type (7,4, v) and has symbol (wy, ..., wy). Since
w1 = 1,

ui(byar,...,as) —um(bsar,...,as) =1(b1y — by, v)-
Recall that for p = (p1,...,pk), di,0 = deg(p1) and di ; = deg(p1 — p;) for 2 < j < L. Since
ui(bya, ... as) — upm(b;ay,...,as) # 0, we have that w,, # 1 and |[v| = [b+ a1 + -+ as| <
A1y, -

By the Claim, for all v/ € N} with [v/| = dj,,, there exist V' a},...,a, € N such
that (aq,d}),...,(as,al) € S, [b/| > 1 and V/ +a) + -+ +a,, = ¢/. By (P2) and (P3),

s

u(t/;dl, ... adl) is of type (r,i,v"),r" # 0 and has symbol (wy,...,w,) (i.e. u(t';a},...,ad,)
dominates u(b;ay,...,as)). So

up(Vsal, ..o al) —un(bial, ..o al) = r'(biy — bu,, )
In other words, for all v € NI with [v/| = di,,, the group Hj,,(q) contains a nonzero
multiple of by v — by, .. So this group contains G, (p) and we are done. O

We are now ready to prove Proposition

Proof of Proposition[2.3. Let A denote the PET-tuple (L,0, k, (p1,...,pk), (f1,---, fx)). Then
for all 7 > 0,

k T
S(A,7)= sup lim ‘E I T f )
( ) (In)nen N7 " Nn:!_[1 mmam L2 ()
Fglner seq.

By assumption, A is non-degenerate. We only prove ([20) for fi as the other cases are similar.
We first assume that A is 1-standard for f;. By Theorem 0] there exist ¢ € Ny, depending
only on d,k, K, L, and finitely many vdC-operations 0,,,...,0,,,p1,...,p: # 1 such that for
all1 <t/ <t, Oy, - - - Op, A is non-degenerate and 1-standard for fi, and that 9,,  ...0, A —
Opy -+ - Opy A is 1-inherited. Moreover, A’ := 0, ...0,, A is of degree 1. By Proposition 5]
S(A,2t) < C - S(A',1) for some C > 0 that depends only on t. We may assume that

¢

_D Er—
S(A'1) = Ep, . heezt  Sup lim ‘ Enery H Tdm(hl,...,hs)-n—l—rm(hl,...7hs)gm($; hi,...,hs)
m=1

(In)nen N7
Fglner seq.

2

for some s,/ € N, functions g1,...,g,: X x (Z")* — R, where g1(-; h1,...,hs) = f1, such that
each gy, (-3 h1,. .., hs) is an L% (p) function bounded by 1, and polynomials d,, : (Z*)* — (Z4)"
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and 7, (ZV)* — 2%, 1 < m < £, where d,,, 7, take values vectors with integer coordinates
as vdC-operations transform integer-valued polynomials to integer-valued polynomials.

Let ¢; = —d; and ¢, = d,, — dy for m # 1. Since A’ is non-degenerate, we have that
c1,...,¢s #Z 0. By [0 Proposition 6.1], if £ > 2, we also have that

=0
SALY) < C By ezt I Tri (o) Fill{Gles (b)) hrcice

=0
- Cl : Ehh...,hsEZI‘ |||-f1 |||{G(Cl(h177hs))}1§1§€

for some C’ > 0 depending only on the polynomials pi,...,pr. If £ = 1, using the mean
ergodic theorem (see for example [6, Theorem 2.3]) and [6l Lemma 2.4 (iv), (vi)|, we have

=0
SAL1) = Eny st BTy h,.ono) Al Z(er(bas - b)) 2
=0
= Epy, o neeze[E(AIZ(Ci(h, - o hs)))l2

=
= Epn, nezelfilley(hn,...no)
=
< Ep,oneeztlfillaier . o)) er(ha,eshs)

=
= Ep, _neezellfillier i, he)) <2

Combining this with the fact that S(A4,2') < C - S(4’,1), we get @0)
We now consider the groups Hy ,,,0 <m < {,m # 1. Suppose that

cm(hy, ... hs) = Z Rt R vi(ar, ... as)

al,...,asel\%

and
dy,(hy,..., hs) = Z h{t . hEE ug(ag, ... as)
al,...,aseNg
for some vectors up,(a1,...,as) = (um1(a1,...,as), ..., um(a1,...,as)), and vy, (ai,...,as)
= (vma(a1,...,as), ..., vmr(al,...,as)) € (Q4)F with all but finitely many terms being zero

for each m. Obviously A satisfies (P1)-(P4). Since A’ = 9, ..., A, by Proposition (.6, A’
satisfies (P1)-(P4). Since deg(A’) = 1, by Proposition 5.1 each of

G({vi (ar,...,as): (ay,...,as) € (NF)*,1 <4< L})
= G({urj(ar,...,as): (a1,...,as) € (N§)*,1 <j < L}) = Hig
and
G({vmj(at,...,as): (a1,...,as) € (N§)*})
= G({urj(ar,...,as) —umjar,...,as): (ai,...,as) € (N§)*}) = Hym, 2<m <0
contains some of the groups Gy ;(p),0 <j < k,j # 1.

Next we assume that A is not 1-standard for f;. In this case, we need to invoke the
“dimension increment” argument to convert A to be 1-standard for f;. We may assume without
loss of generality that py has the highest degree. Since A is semi-standard for fi, by [6]
Proposition 6.3], there exists a PET-tuple A’ = (2L,0,¢,p’,g) which is non-degenerate and

33We are using [6, Proposition 6.1] for £ > 2 (which is incorrectly stated for £ > 1 in [6] but does not affect
any other result in that work).
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1-standard for f; such that S(A,27) < S(A’,7) for all 7 > 0. Moreover, p’ is obtained by
selecting some polynomials from the family

q:= (p1(n) —pr(n’), ..., pe(n) — pe(n), pr(n') — pr(n’), ..., pe—1(n') — pr(n’))

with 2L-dimensional variables (n,n’), where p1(n) — pr(n’) is selected in p’ and is associated
to fi. It is not hard to compute that G;(q) = G1,;(p) for 0 < j < k,j # 1. Moreover, for
1<j<k—1 Girj(@) = Gro(P) + GjoP) 2 Gro(p) if dio = djo, Grr+j(a) = G1o(P) =
Gh4(q) if dip > djo, and G i15(q) = Gjo(p) = G1,j(q) if dio < djo. In other words, each
G1,j(q) and thus each Gy j(p’) contains some G j/(p). Applying the previous conclusion to
A’, we are done.

Finally the fact that each v; p,(a1, ..., as) is a polynomial function in terms of the coefficients
of p;,1 < i < k whose degree depends only on d, k, K, L follows easily from the polynomial
nature of the vdC-operations. U

We now have all the ingredients needed to prove Theorem In fact, Theorem has a
proof similar to that of [6l Theorem 5.1].

Proof of Theorem [2.3 By Propositions and 2] and the definition of Host-Kra charac-

teristic factors, the left hand side of (I0) is 0 if for some 1 < i < k, f; is orthogonal to

Z{H_ }<Di (X) for some t;, D; € N, where H; ,, is defined as in Proposition (.3l By Propo-
LM 1<m<t,

sition B3] H; ,, is contained in one of G; ;(p),0 < j < k,j # i. Using Proposition B (v),

if some f;, 1 < i < k, is orthogonal to Z (X), then it is also orthogonal to

A

{Gi,j(p)}gééz,j#i
xp; (X), and thus the left hand side of ({I0) is 0.
{Hi,mhgmgti

The “in particular” part follows from Corollary O

Remark 5.8. We remark that the number D derived in Theorem [Z.0 is not optimal.

To see this, recall that this number indicates the step of the nilsequence in the splitting
results. For multicorrelation sequences with general polynomial iterates, this D can be taken
to be equal to the number of vdC-operations we have to perform in order for all the iterates
to become constant (e.g., [11] via [10], and [23] via [11]). At this point, a word of caution is
necessary for the approach of this paper. Specifically, while the number D in Theorem [2.3 can
still be chosen to be the number of transformations in the case of linear iterates (given that
there is no dependence on h—the variable arising from the vdC-operations), in the general case
the picture is quite different. By carefully tracking the constants that appear in Propositions
and[53, D can be chosen to be the mazimum of tisyi(sﬁl)szﬂﬂ, 1 < i <k, where s} is the
degree of p, t; is the number of terms remaining when p is converted to a linear family which
is 1-standard? for f; for the first time, and s; is t; plus the number of vdC-operations needed
to convert p in such a way. (The details are left to the interested readers.)

6. PROOF OF MAIN RESULTS
Using Theorem 2.5 we prove in this section Theorems 2.2] 23] and 2.4

Proof of Theorem [22. We follow and adapt the proof strategy in [27, Section 3|. To avoid
confusion we use || - ||« to denote the Host-Kra seminorm on the Z%-system (X, B, i, (T},),,e74)
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and || - ||\ to denote the Host-Kra seminorm on the Z%-system (X2, B2, u2, (Sp),ezd), Where
Sp =T, x T,. Let (Iy) be a Fglner sequence in Z%. Then, by Theorem 25 we have

2
/Xfo Ty fre o o) fre dp

29 ~ Jim ‘Z/ fo fo- H (i@ Fo) dyx g

< |||fl @ fl|||{Gr/ (p)}8<<D'l<k: o
SISk gF

for all 1 <4 < k and some D’ € N, where G’ ( ) is the group action generated by S,, for all n €
Gi;(p ) B Using Lemma 34] the right hand s1de of ([24) is bounded by || f:]|?

{Gig (PE) <oy 2
which is equal to || f;|? (z)<(D+1) with D = kD’ by our ergodicity assumptions and Corollary [3.21
Therefore, for 1 < i < k we have

(25) lim ‘IN‘ z / fow fo- H (o Fi® F) dipx 5 < Ol il o

N—oo

The bound in (25]) and Theorem 3.5l imply that the sequence

(26) (Z(TL) — /X fO . Tpl(n)E(fl | Z(Zd)X(D+1)(X)) ot Tpk(n)]E(fk | Z(Zd)X(D+1)(X)) d,u

is a null-sequence.

Let € > 0. The factor Zgayxn+1) (X), via Theorem [35 is an inverse limit of D-step nilsys-
tems. Thus, there exists a factor of Zayxn+1) (X) with the structure of a D-step nilsystem
(X,B(X'),,uX, T,...,T;), on which each T; acts as a niltranslation by an element a; € X,
such that for f; = IE(fZ | X), and @ := (a1,...,aq), we have

k
| 0 H B | Zigayeioon () d = [ o+ [T s i
=1

for all n € ZL, where, if p; = (pi1,...,piq), then @

pi(n)
element (a}" A ,aht d(n)) Therefore, there exists a nullsequence A such that

<e€

denotes the niltranslation by the

(27) <e.

oo (ZL)

( for @iy f1 o Gy fi dMXJr)\(”))

A standard approximation argument allows us to assume without loss of generality that
fi,-.. fe € C(X) in D). Applying [27 Theorem 2.5 to the nilmanifold X*, the diago-
nal subnilmanifold {(x,...,z) : z € X}, the polynomial sequence (a Gpy(n)s -+ > pk(n)) and the

function f(z1,...,xx) = fi(x1) ...  fr(xr) € C(X*), we obtain that the sequence

/ Fo -Gy oy fi i

34Strictly speaking, G, ;(p) and G;’j (p) are the same subgroup of 7. We distinguish these two notions to
indicate that G; ;(p) and G; ;(p) are attached to the distinct group actions (Th)neq; s and (Sn)near (p)-
, i
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is a sum of a D-step nilsequence and a nullsequence.
Therefore, for each ¢ > 0 we can find a D-step nilsequence v, a nullsequence A\ and a
bounded sequence § with |||y 72y < € such that

(28) a(n) =1(n)+ A(n) +d(n).

For each | € N, consider the decomposition a = v; + A\; + d;, where ||6l||£oo(zL) < % For r #£ 1,
we have

(29) [¥1(n) = br(n)] = |(Mi(n) = Ar(n)) + (d1(n) = 6-(n))].
Now, lim 7,500 \I—}V\ > nery [A(n) = Ar(n)| = 0 and sup,,czz [6-(n) —d(n)] < 7+ 1. Therefore,

(30) [Ya(n) e ()] < 7 + >
for all n € Z% except potentially a subset A C Z, with its characteristic function, 14(n),
being a nullsequence. For each I,r € N, the sequence ¥;(n) — 1,(n) is a nilsequence, so it
follows that inequality (30) must, in fact, hold for all n € Z%. Hence, the sequence (1;)e is a
Cauchy sequence in £>°(Z") that consists of D-step nilsequences, and since we already showed
that (6,)ren is a Cauchy sequence in £>°(Z") converging to a nullsequence, from where the
conclusion follows. O

Remark 6.1. It is worth noting that if the polynomials p1,...,pr are linear, then there is an
easier proof of Theorem [2.2, where one has D = k. The reason is that, instead of Theorem
23 one can use [15, Proposition 1| or [6, Proposition 6.1| to improve the right hand side of

@ to Ifillfzay«inen -

Next, we provide the proof of Theorem [2.4] (the arguments are similar to those in the proof
of [6 Theorem 1.3, Pages 26-27|).

Proof of Theorem [27] Using Property (i) and Theorem [Z5] we have that there exists D € N
such that the left hand side of () is 0 if one of f;’s satisfies || fi[|zayxp = 0. Thus, it suffices
to show (8) under the assumption that all f;’s are measurable with respect to Z(zayxp. Using
Theorem and an approximation argument, we may assume without loss of generality that
X is a nilsystem. As a consequence of [26], Theorem B| (see also [0, Theorem 2.9]), Property
(ii) is equivalent to (8) on a nilsystem, which finishes the proof. O

Finally, we prove Theorem We start with proving that (C1) implies (C2). In fact, we
show the following more general result:

Proposition 6.2. Let d,k,L € N, q,...,q.: Z* — Z% be polynomials, and X = (X, B, p,
(Ty) geza) be a Z%-system. Suppose that (T4 (n)s -+ > Ty (n) Inezr 18 jointly ergodic for p. Then
for all 1 <, j < k,i # j, we have that (Tg,(n)—q;(n))neczr s ergodic for p.

Furthermore, if there exist polynomials p1,...,pg: Z* — Z and vy, ..., v; € Z% such that
qi(n) = pi(n)v; for all 1 <i <k, then (T, (nyv, X =+ X Ty, (n)oy Jnezt is ergodic for k.

Proof. The sequence (Tqi(n),qj(n))neZL is ergodic for u for all 1 < ¢ # j < k by an argument
similar to the one given in the proof of [6) Proposition 5.3|, so, we choose to omit the details.
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We now assume that g¢;(n) = p;(n)v; for all 1 < i < k and show that (7, (o X e X
Tpk(n)vk)nezL is ergodic for u®k. It suffices to show that for all f; € L>°(u),1 < i < k with
Hf:l fX fidp =0, we have that

(31) (Izil)lzlv) ) N@m‘ nely ® sy Ji P = 0.
Fglner Seq. a

Claim. If E(f;|Zza z74(X)) = 0 for some 1 <4 < k, then (BI]) holds.

We may assume without loss of generality that deg(p;) > deg(p2) > - -+ > deg(pg). Suppose
that we have shown that for some 1 < ko < k, (BI) holds if E(f;|Zz4 74(X)) = 0 for some
1 <i < ko—1, where the case kg = 1 is understood to be always true. It suffices to show that
(BI0) holds if E( fry|Z74 74(X)) = 0.

By the induction hypothesis, we may assume without loss of generality that f; is ZZdZd(X)—
measurable for all 1 < i < kg — 1. By [6, Lemma 2.7], we can approximate each f; in L?(y) by
an eigenfunction of X. By multi-linearity, we may assume without loss of generality that each
fi;1 <1 < kg — 1 is a non-constant eigenfunction of X given by T, f; = exp(X\;(n))f; for all
n € Z* and some group homomorphism \;: Z¢ — R, and that f;(x) # 0 p-a.e 2 € X. Then
the left hand side of ([31) is equal to

ko—1
(32) swp T [Be1, expl(P() @) F QT
(IN)Nen =1 i=ko L2(u®k)
Fglner seq.

where P(n) = 377 X (v;)pi(n). Denote P(n) = Zdeg(m) Q;(n), where @; is a homogeneous
polynomial of degree j for all 0 < j < deg(p1). Then

deg(p1)
(33) AXP(n, hy,... hg) = Z AKQj(n, by, ... hi).
j=K
We first consider the case when Q;(n) ¢ Q[n] + R for some deg(py,) + 1 < j < deg(p1).

In this case, let K = deg(py,) in B3). Since AKp;(n,hy,..., hx) is constant in n for all
ko <i <k, by Lemma [£2 to show that ([32) is 0, it suffices to show that

E,.  n.czr sup lim |Enery exp(A® P(n,hy, ..., hg))| =0
(34) 1K €L (In)nveny N—00 neIN
Fglner seq.

(see Definition for the definition of the polynomial AX P).

As Qj(n) ¢ Qn] + R for some deg(py,) +1 < j < deg(p1), Lemma B.I4] implies that
AKQ;(- h1,...,hk) ¢ Q[n]+R for a set of (hy,...,hk) of density 1. By Weyl’s criterion and
[B3), we have that ([34]) holds and thus (31) holds.

We now consider the case when Q;(n) € Q[n]+R for all K +1 < j < deg(p1). Let P'(n) =
Z]K:o Qj(n). It is not hard to see that there exists @ € N such that for all r € {0,...,Q — 1}~
and n € Z, we have that

P(Qn+71)—P(Qn+r)= P(r)— P'(r).
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By [B2), to show (BI)), it suffices to show that for all » € {0,...,Q — 1}*, we have that

k
(35) Sup N@OO EnEIN eXp(P/(Q’rL + ’I")) ® Tpi(Qn+T')Ui fl = O’
oo S = P2

where t = k — ko + 1. Fix r € {0,...,Q — 1} and set R(n) = P'(Qn + 7). Let p: ZX' — 7%
be the polynomial given by

p(n) = (pi(Qn + r)vi)ky<i<k-
Let (X, B, ", (Sg)yezat) be the Z%-system such that

S(ui)kogigk = H T,

for all u; € Z%, ky < i < k, and denote f = ®f:k0 fi- We may then rewrite the left hand side

of (B3) as

sup  lim [[Epery exp(R(1))Spm) fll2(uer-
(36) é[{v)NEN Neoo N p(n) (u®t)
slner seq.

For K = deg(pg,) — 1, using Lemma [L.2] to show that (B8 is zero, it suffices to show
_D —_—
Eve(hy, h)e@uyx  sup  lim [[Epery exp(AK R(n, h)) Sk pnn) fllL2(uery = 0.

(In)nen N7
Fglner seq.

(37)

By assumption, AXR(n, hy,..., hg) is of degree 1 in the variable n. Since deg(p) =
deg(pr,) > deg(p;) for all i > ko, AKp(n,hy,...,hx) is also of degree 1 in the variable n.
We may thus assume that

AKp(’I’L, hl, e hK) = ((Cz‘(hl, .. .,hK) -n+ C;(hl, .. -ahK))vi)kogigka

for some polynomials ¢y, . . ., ¢ : ZEK — ZF and c;co, ey G 7K — 7. Write c(hy, ..., hi) =
(ci(hi, ..., hE)vi)ko<i<k (Which is viewed as a t-tuple of L-tuple of vectors in Z4). If we write

Ci(hl, .. .,hK) = (Ci,l(h17 .. .,hK), e ,Ci7L(h1, e ,hK))

for some ¢; j(hi,...,hi) € Z, then, by definition, G(c(hy,...,ck)) is the subgroup of Z%
generated by the elements

(Ck07j(h1, e ,hK)UkO, . 7Ck,j(h17 Ce ,hK)Uk), 1 S j S L.
By Lemma [£3] the left hand side of (B is bounded by a constant multiple of

(38) (Efl,...,hKeZL Il fio |||é’(ck0(hl,...,cK)ka)X2)1/4’
where G(ck, (b1, ..., cK)vg,) is the subgroup of 74 generated by the elements
Chio1 (1 R ) Ukg - s Cog (R, - R ) Uk
i.e., the entries of ¢k, (h1, ..., hKx)vk,. For any ug, € G(cg,(hi,...,hK)vg,), note that u, is a

rational multiple of vg,. So, if cg,(h1,...,hKx) # 0, then G(cg,(h1,...,hik)vg,) = G(vg,)-
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Since (Tp, (n)v; Jnezt is ergodic for p1, we have that T, is ergodic for p. As E(fy,|Zz4 74(X)) =
0, by [6, Lemma 2.4|, we have that

I fkollGery e ercrong) <2 = ko ”’”502 = || fioll ()2 = 0

whenever cg, (h1,...,hg) # 0. Since K = deg(pg,) — 1 = deg(pk, (Q - +7)) — 1, it is easy to see
that ¢k, # 0. By [6, Lemma 2.12], the set of such (hi,...,hx) is of density 1. So, averaging
over all hy,..., hx € Z*, we have that (B8) is 0. This finishes the proof of the claim.

Using the claim, it suffices to prove (BI)) under the assumption that all f;’s are measurable
with respect to Z(z4)x2(X). By Lemma 2.7 of [6], we can approximate each f; in L?(p) by
an eigenfunction of X. By multi-linearity, we may assume without loss of generality that
each f; is a non-constant eigenfunction of X given by T,,f; = exp(\;(n))f; for all n € Z¢
for some group homomorphism \;: Z? — R, and that f;j(z) # 0 p-a.e x € X. Then, since
(Ty(nyv; 2 1 <0 < k)pege is jointly ergodic for p, for any Fglner sequence (In)nen of 7,

k k
0= Zl_[l/X Jidp = A}i_r)nooEneIN il_[lTpi(n)Uifi = < lim EnGIN Hexp ) Hfl

This implies that imy_ o0 Enery Hle exp(A;(pi(n)v;)) = 0. So,

k k
]\}EHOOETLEIN ®T1(n)vzf2 = < lim EnEIN HeXp pz( ) l))) ®fl

i=1 i=1
This finishes the proof. O

We are now ready to complete the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem[Z.3. Using Proposition [6.2, we have that (C1) implies (C2). It is obvious
that (C2) implies (C2’). So, it suffices to show that (C2’) implies (C1).

It is not hard to see that we may assume without loss of generality that p;(0) = 0 for all
1 <i < k. By Theorem 24 to show that (T}, )y, 1 1 < < k),eze is jointly ergodic for p, it
suffices to show that G; ;(p) is ergodic for p for all 0 <, < k,7 # j. Fix any such pair (i, j).
We may assume without loss of generality that i # 0. If j = 0, then by (i), (7}, (n)v; )Jnezt 18
ergodic for p. So T, is ergodic for p, and thus G;o(p) = G(v;) is ergodic for p. So, we may
now assume that j # 0.

Assume first that deg(p;) = deg(p;). By assumption, either v; and v; are linearly dependent,
or p;(n) and p;(n) are linearly dependent.

If v; and v; are linearly dependent over Z, then we may assume without loss of generality
that v; = av and v; = bv for some a,b € Q and v € Z%. By (i), (T(api(n),bpj(n))v)neZL is ergodic
for pu, which implies that G(v) is ergodic for p. On the other hand, G; j(p) is a group generated
by some elements which are linear combinations of v; and v;, which are thus multiples of v.
Since p is non-degenerate, G, j(p) is not the trivial group. It follows that G; ;(p) = G(v), so
the group G; j(p) is ergodic for p.

If pi(n) and p;(n) are linearly dependent over Z, then we may assume without loss of
generality that p;(n) = ap(n) and p;j(n) = bp(n) for some a,b € Q and polynomial p. By
(1) (Tip(n)(avi—bv;) Inezr 1s ergodic for p, which implies that G(av; — bv;) is ergodic for p.
On the other hand, G; j(p) is a group generated by some elements which are multiples of
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av; — bv;. Since p is non-degenerate, G; ;j(p) is not the trivial group. It follows that G; j(p) =
G(av; — bvj), so the group G; ;(p) is ergodic for p.

Finally, we consider the case when deg(p;) # deg(p;). We may assume without loss of
generality that deg(p;) > deg(p;). In this case, G; j(p) = Gio(p), which we have shown is
ergodic for p. (]

7. POTENTIAL FUTURE DIRECTIONS

We close this article with two potential future directions regarding the splitting of multi-
correlation sequences. The first one is for integer polynomial iterates under no assumptions
on the transformations other than commutativity (see Theorem [1] for a special case of two

terms).

The second one pertains to potential results analogous to Theorem for iterates of the
form [p;(n)], 1 < i@ < k, where p; = (pi1,...,Did) : ZF — RY are vectors of real valued
polynomials

7.1. The two-term case with no ergodicity assumptions. Given the results in the appen-
dix of [5], we are able to obtain the following splitting result for two commuting transformations
without any ergodicity assumptions:

Theorem 7.1. Let (X,B,u,T,S) be a measure preserving system with T'S = ST. Let
fo, f1, f2 € L™(u) and p € Zln] with degree K > 2. Then, the multicorrelation sequence

a(n) = / fo- T - SP™ fo dp
X
can be decomposed as a sum of a uniform limit of K-step nilsequences plus a nullsequence.

Proof. Setting F; = f; ® fi, i = 0,1,2, and fi = ju X p1, we have that

1 & 1 &
39 — 2== Fo- (T x T)"Fy - (S x S)P™Fy dj.
(39) Nl = 32 [ o (@ T E (5 8P i

Using [5, Theorem A.3|, we get that the rational Kronecker factold is characteristic for the
averages appearing in ([B9). Consequently, we may replace f; by P.fi and fo by Q.f2 in a(n)
up to a nullsequence, where P, denotes the orthogonal projection onto the compact component
of the splitting associated to T', and Q. the one associated to S. (Here we make use of the
Hilbert space splitting of L?(y) into its compact and weakly mixing components for a given
unitary operator. The seeds for these results are already present in the work of Koopman and
von Neumann [21]. They were later generalized by Jacobs, Glicksberg and de Leeuw. See [7)
Section 16.3] for a more modern treatment). Thus, the sequence

a(n) - /X fo - T"Pufy - SPM Q. fs dp

3%Here, for = = (z1,...,z1) € R, we write [z] := ([z1],. .., [z1]), where [] is the floor function. In fact,
one can consider any combination of rounding functions, i.e., floor, ceiling, or closest integer.

36The rational Kronecker factor is the smallest sub-o-algebra of I that makes all functions with finite orbit
in L?(p1) under the transformation T measurable.
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is a nullsequence. Let ¢ > 0 and choose hy,...,hg, g1,...,9r € L*(u) such that Th; =
Aih; and Sg; = p;g; (for some Ai,..., g, p1,...,pr € C of absolute value one) as well as
Q1y-..,0k,01,...,bp € C such that

[ o 1R Qg du [ o TS aihi 5903 by d| < =

=1 7j=1

Observe that

k k k k
JREAD SUIE LD SUVR TR WD ST SUT AR Y
i=1 7j=1 =1 7j=1

k

_ (a, /fo hy g]du)A" p(m),

i,7=1

which is a K-step nilsequence. Applying the same argument as in the proof Theorem we
deduce the decomposition result. The rest of the details are omitted for the sake of brevity. [

It is natural to ask whether a result analogous to Theorem [Z.] holds for longer expressions
(potentially via a generalization of the results in the appendix of [5]), and with more general
polynomial iterates, even without necessarily assuming they have distinct degrees. Thus, we
state the following problem:

Problem 1. Obtain decomposition results of the form “uniform limit of nilsequences plus
a nullsequence” for multicorrelation sequences with (integer) polynomial iterates for general
systems under no ergodicity assumptions on the transformations.

7.2. Integer part polynomial iterates. With a, by now, standard argument (introduced in
[4] and [29] for a single term, extended for two terms in [34], and further developed in [22], [23]
and [25]) one has, for the vectors of real polynomials p; = (p; 1,...,piq), that the expression

d
ZH [pi(n ]fl_u | ZHHTJ[I)”(”

nely i=1 nely1=1j=1

(40)
|In] N|

s “close” to

(41) |1N| . HHSp”(n

nely =1 j=1

where S;’s are R-flows on an “extension system” Y of X, and the functions g;’s are extensions
of the fZ (see [23] for details) B1 As an application of Theorem 2.2, one can prove splitting
theorems for R%-actions on the extension system.

3TWe say that a jointly measurable family (S¢),cpa of measure preserving transformations on a probability
space, is an R%-action (flow), if it satisfies Sy1, = S; 0 S for all t,r € R?.
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Indeed@ consider the multicorrelation sequence
(42) /Xfo “Spim)f1 e Spen) fre i,

where S is a measure preserving R%action on the probability space (X, B, i), fo, fi,...,fx €
L®(X), and py,...,pr: Z — R? a non-degenerate family of polynomials of degree at most K
with p;(n) = Ztho aLhnh, a;p € R?. Then

K

nh
Spi(n) = SZhK:o aipnh = fn(sai’h) .
=0

Note that Sq, ,,1 <7 < k,1 <h < K generate a ZFE _action on (X, B, ). For convenience, set
po to be the constant zero polynomial. For 0 <i,j < k,i # j, let D; ; be the largest integer h
such that Sa," D, =5.D; # id. This transformation will be denoted by R; ;. By Theorem 2.2]

one can show that the desired splitting result for the sequence ([@2]), if all the transformations
R;;,0 <i,j < k,i# j are all ergodic (as Z-actions on the extension system Y').

Unfortunately, even though we have the previous result for flows, the error term that arises
from the approximation of (0] by ([@I]) prevents us from getting the conclusion of Theorem [Z2]
for multicorrelation sequences of the form

/X fo- Tipsuf1 -+ Tipym fre dn

Remark 7.2. [t is important to stress that, for integer part real polynomial iterates, one does
not expect to have the desired multicorrelation splitting in general. The mext example shows
that, even for k =1, an ergodic system, and linear iterates, it can be too much to hope for:

Indeed, following [25, Example 7], let X = T = R/Z, T(z) = x + 1/v/2, p(n) = V2n,
fo(x) = e(z) and fi(z) = e(—x), where e(x) := e>™*. Then, we have that

/fo TPy = /e(m)e <—x —~ %[ﬁn]) dz =e <—%[\/§n]> = (%{\/in}) ,

which cannot be written as a uniform limit of nilsequences and a nullsequence.

Remark 7.3. One may think that the fact that /2 and % are not linearly independent

over Q is behind the impossibility of the splitting in the example above. However, a closer
examination of the proof given in [25] shows that this is not the case, and that the failure
extends quite generally.

Indeed, we can imitate the example quoted above as follows. Let (X, B, u,T') be an ergodic
measure preserving system with non-trivial irrational spectrum. Let f; : X — S!' be an

38We address the L = 1 case for simplicity; following the same argument one can similarly get the corre-
sponding result for the general case of L-variable polynomials by using an ordering on the parameters, e.g.,
ny>...>ng.

3970 this day, only splittings of the form nilsequence plus an error term that is small in uniform density are
known for this class of multicorrelation sequences (for this, see [23]. One is referred to [25] for averages along
primes for the error term-in this last reference only single variable real polynomials were considered. Using
the multivariable approach of [12] instead of [II], one immediately gets the aforementioned result for integer
part, or indeed for combinations of any other rounding functions of multivariable real polynomial iterates).
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eigenfunction of 7' with eigenvalue e*™#, with § € R \ Q. Put fo = f1. Then, if we consider
the multicorrelation sequence

M@=LhTWﬁm

with the choices made above, we observe that, in fact, a(n) = e2milon)f The same argument as
in [25] Example 7| shows that a(n) cannot be written as a uniform limit of nilsequences plus
a nullsequence.

On the other hand, if we postulate very strong assumptions on our transformations, we do
have the desired decomposition results. For example (see [23]), if 71, ..., T} are commuting
weakly mixing transformations on (X, B, i), ¢;(n) = p;(n)e;, 1 < i < k, where p;: Z — R are
real polynomials of distinct, positive degrees, and fi,..., fr € L°°(u), then we have that

N—-1 k
. 1
yAim o %Tm(n)]fl e Ty fe = Hl/Xf dps.

Hence, for any fy € L (u), the multicorrelation sequence

/x fo - Tiguamn 1+ Tigumy i dps

can be written as a sum of a constant (i.e., a 0-step nilsequence) and a nullsequence.

We conclude this article with the following problem that arises naturally:

Problem 2. Let d,k, K,L € N, p1,...,pr: Z* — R? be a non-degenerate family of polyno-
mials of degree at most K, (X, B, u,T1,...,T;) a measure preserving system and fo,..., fr €
L>(u). Find conditions, on the p;’s and/or the Z%action T that is defined by the T}’s, so that
the multicorrelation sequence

/Xfo Ty f1 - Tipy ) fr dp

can be decomposed as a sum of a uniform limit of D-step nilsequences and a nullsequence.
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